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You cannot teach a man anything; 
you can only help him find it within himself. 
Galileo Galilei 
 
 
 
 
 
…no man will ever be thoroughly accomplished in eloquence, 
who has not gained deep insight into the impulses of human nature, 
and formed his moral character from the precepts of others and on his own reflection. 
Quintilian, Institutes of Oratory, Book 12 
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Abstract 
Digging through the past can uncover painful truths. As such, historiography that does not 
acknowledge negotiated spaces, cultural erasures, and flexible frameworks may fall short. It may 
limit both breadth and depth of the past, thereby (re)producing erasures, whereas a reflexive 
theoretical framework delivers not only depth and breadth, but it also adds texture and dimension 
to historical writing and research processes. It is for these purposes that the value of alternative 
methodologies is not situated at the margins of the rhetorical canons. Instead, it is embedded in 
the very core of the canons, defined as an element that works from the center, helping advance 
the study of rhetoric. Furthermore, strategic academic discourses that explicitly acknowledge 
interconnected identities and relationships offer invaluable perspectives on the productive 
tensions between objective and subjective approaches to historiography and archival research. 
Moreover, a growing number of rhetoric, writing, and technical communication scholars are 
writing their research stories, intentionally enriching both their processes and their outcomes in 
doing so. By developing an understanding of how research methodologies interact with writing 
regional histories and performing archival research, this study fosters current conversations in 
the field and advances an understanding of how research narratives enrich the rhetorical 
tradition. At the same time, it demonstrates three distinct writing voices—academic, narrative, 
and technical. The Coal Creek Insurrection (1891-1893) and the Coal Creek Company’s business 
archive (Knoxville, Tennessee) are the historical and archival focuses of this study.  
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CHAPTER ONE: RHETORICS OF WRITING AND RESEARCH  
I’m just not that disciplined. I don’t write in the morning—I just try to write. 
John McPhee, The Paris Review, 2010 
Thousands of tiny acts of persistence that hook and inform readers are a bedrock of good writing. 
Great writers preserve their keen observations through concise language and a seeming sixth-
sense for reflection. The mark of truly great writers is smooth manuscripts that channel practical 
sensibilities amid life’s complexities and create seamless reading that their audiences can 
internalize as personally meaningful. McPhee, Updike, and writers of their caliber guide readers 
into essence from the first sentence, planting the acorn that holds the oak,1 expressing complex 
thoughts in crisp syntax that logically flows from one paragraph to the next. Beginning. Middle. 
End. Yet, writing and research are messy; seams bust and are re-sewn, patched, or altogether 
scrapped. The process involves mostly planning, and at times, becomes wicked. Most writers try. 
Fail. Try again. Fail again. Fail better than we did before.2  
Whether it is academic discourse, public relations, technical articles, or business 
presentations, the heart of writing is essentially the same. However, a polished final draft 
disguises its previous incarnations and evolutions. The audience likely does not see the blood, 
sweat, and tears that accumulate throughout the process. Similar to the scientific process, the 
writing process can begin in one direction and end up in a different place. Serendipity plays a 
strong role in both invention and discovery; making flexibility a virtue. This paper argues that 
the rough edges and the outer limits of writing and research are crucial for demystifying the 
                                                 
1  From Donald Murray’s Writer Teaches Writing 
2  Paraphrased from Samuel Beckett’s “Worstward Ho” 
2 
writing process just as the final draft is important for publication. A finely honed final draft veils 
and only alludes to the author’s actual process whereas disclosure or footnoting his or her biases 
and challenges as research broadens and deepens, for example, would significantly inform (and 
intrigue) the forensic reader.  
Similarly, narrative form can enrich most genres. However, academic writing presents a 
particular challenge because those authors seek to express specialized perspectives on abstract 
concepts by demonstrating mastery of theoretical and philosophical frameworks—difficult, at 
best, to articulate with brevity. But the wizard behind the curtain, or in this case the academicians 
behind the words, are working with constraints just as any other author of a different genre. All 
aim to project provocative images and ideas for a target audience. Only the stories of their 
internal struggles, that is, the human voices of the scholars, are often invisible, having been 
carefully dissected from the text or altogether disguised. Yet a writer’s voice, no matter what 
final form it takes, shapes how we remember the past and how we identify with our worlds just 
as a scientist’s perspective shapes experimental processes and outcomes.  
Overall, I focus on an ethic of archival research for writing regional histories by 
discussing theory, process, and culture, and by embracing the inevitable messiness by 
articulating how researchers are always connected to their works.3 My specific goals are to work 
within a feminist rhetorical framework to:  
A. Demonstrate three distinct writing voices while I problematize traditional 
                                                 
3   In 1988, Frank Burke (deceased), a past Archivist of the United States and a past president of 
the Society of American Archivists, specifically called for the profession to recognize a need 
for “intellectualizing of archival processes” as a means to increase awareness of the needs of 
archival researchers and their connections to their work. Burke called for less time in the 
repositories and more time discussing strategies for navigating and updating archival 
practices. See also “Commentary” and “Letting Sleeping Dogmas Lie.” 
3 
performances of research, contributing a decolonizing methodology to a broader 
decolonial project that affects multiple disciplines.4 
B. Emphasize the practical value of narrative form as I articulate my research and 
writing practices at various stages within this study. 
C. Highlight the strategic tensions between subjectivity and objectivity that can flesh out 
deeper questions for working in archives and writing regional histories. This critical 
space produces greater scholarly dimensionality than what polarzing binaries can 
achieve. 
 
Working within a feminist rhetorical framework such as this appeals to a heightened 
sense of reflection, a key element to feminist rhetorical scholars and their methodologies as they 
question accepted truths and disrupt taken-for-granted binaries (such as objective/subjective) in a 
way that acknowledges marginalization and its ensuing complexities. Thus, the end of each 
section within each chapter will include reflections offset by italics. The purpose of these 
sections is to emphasize disclosure and rhetorical moves as well as decisions involved in the 
process of creating and discovering this thesis, allowing me to explore the role of subjectivity in 
developing a research ethic and methodology. While it could be argued that such personally-
based work is either invalid or not useful, I argue that by exposing the difficulties of archival 
research and revealing research processes, scholars reveal connectivity to their work as well as 
                                                 
4   A chapter by Nancy Blyer in Central Works in Technical Communication (2004) offers a 
helpful description of decolonization: “Theoretical decolonization—it takes the 
reflection/self-awareness a step further by contributing to critical research methodologies and 
practices. It recognizes the structures of power at play in taken-for-granted truths, and it seeks 
to expand the boundaries imposed by rigid frameworks that celebrate product over process 
(272). 
4 
their connection to the narratives they select for processing the information. Researchers are 
never separate from the work they create. This study contributes to current conversations in the 
field and advances an understanding of how research narratives enrich the rhetorical tradition. 
I use an academic voice to process the theoretical frames and connect this study with 
current works. The literature review broadens the aperture of how researchers interact with their 
methodologies and archival research. The reflective voice offers snapshots into my research and 
writing processes. Finally, as a result of working in the private, unprocessed Coal Creek 
Company business archive, I use a technical voice to develop a finding aid, a practical document 
that preserves an archive’s metadata, offering researchers a way to understand an archive’s 
contents. While this thesis began as an invitation to work in a private business archive, it has 
culminated into a study of voice, the writing process, and working in archives. 
Rhetorician and literary critic Kenneth Burke sums up his relationship with his own 
written words in a letter to a lifelong intellectual colleague Malcolm Cowley in 1923. Said 
Burke, “If I write what I think, I shall come much nearer to doing what I wanted to do than if I 
live what I think.” A limitless intellectual world available to writers, a terrain that is 
inexhaustible yet intangible, presents scholars, thinkers, and others with possibilities otherwise 
unrealizable. This is the beauty of the writing process.  
At the time, Burke was at the beginning of his fruitful career, likely unaware of the full 
impact those words would have as they related to the volumes of work he would produce over 
the course of his lifetime. Burke struck a chord that continues to resonate for rhetoricians and 
writers of any genre: rhetoric is identification.5 Later scholars described writing is process. 
Research, too, is process. And the stories of the motives, struggles, and incremental growth not 
                                                 
5   Burke, Kenneth. A Rhetoric of Motives. UC Press: Berkeley, 1969. Print. 
5 
only increase accountability by way of self-disclosure, but they also signify human, ethical 
approaches to research and writing. 
Yet most students of composition seem unprepared to meet their subject matter with this 
level of sophistication. Most have been shaped by an institutional model of education, making 
academic writing seem like the two-headed Greek mythological monster Scylla and Charybdis 
that challenged Odysseus, forcing the hero to navigate the lesser of evils: students will either 
write without forethought of audience and/or they will try their best to erase any traces of the 
human touch.6 Odysseus lost his entire crew in his battle with the monster; students disconnect 
with their writing voices when they succumb to preconceived notions of academic writing.  
However, this paper demonstrates forms of discourse that enable academic writers to 
release the constricting shibboleths. Similarly, this paper will prove that while academic writers, 
technical communicators, and archival researchers a may not typically make the same kind of 
moves in their writing as literary non-fiction authors such as McPhee,7  their works also need not 
succumb to dull form and/or affectations of scholarly voice.  
As for the structure of this thesis, my introductory chapter provides a theoretical 
background and framework, offering a brief overview of the works that are central to the shape 
and outcomes of this thesis. Recent and current conversations on “alternative discourse” inform 
                                                 
6   Composition instructor Kenneth MacRorie wrote A Vulnerable Teacher in 1974 offering 
perspective on why and how students fall into these patterns of writing. MacRorie suggested 
that teacher/student writing relationships based on shared vulnerability present greater 
benefits for student writing than traditional authoritarian models. 
7   Some of the greatest writers of our time either wrote landmark pieces on sports or lived as 
sportswriters, a genre that is at once narrative, technical, and archival. See two classic sports 
essays: John McPhee’s A Sense of Where You Are masterfully portrays basketball anomaly 
Bill Bradley during his final year at Princeton University. And John Updike’s Hub Fans Bid 
Kid Adieu portrays baseball giant Ted Williams in the final game of his career. See also works 
by Red Smith or Jim Murray. 
6 
the theoretical foundation of this thesis project. Several specific breakthrough texts that 
supported the framing of this thesis include works from the Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab, two 
feminist rhetoricians—Gesa Kirsch and Jacqueline Jones Royster—and other trail-blazing 
rhetoricians of the archives.  
Sections of this chapter offer main ideas from these works. The rhetoricians of the 
Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab illustrate their understanding of cultural rhetorics and the role of 
storytelling as a methodological frame in their landmark 2014 article in Enculturation. Co-author 
of ALTDIS: Alternative Discourses and the Academy and a founding member of the Lab, Malea 
Powell, proposes a way to avoid common pitfalls in cultural historiography. Powell describes 
how the negative effects of othering (or objectifying people, places, things, and contexts) is 
minimized when we recognize ourselves in our subjects through empathizing, looking for 
similarities, or gauging our own reactions to research material. Kirsch and Royster’s descriptive 
model of inquiry (as outlined in Feminist Rhetorical Practices) and archive narratives from 
Working in the Archives and Beyond the Archives highlight the importance of understanding 
“research as process”.  
As stated above, reflections are offset by italics following each section. The chapter 
concludes with key points from supporting literature, synthesizing the development of an ethical 
methodology for exploring voice in historiography as well as the productive tensions between 
traditional and alternative approaches to research. 
Chapter two has a similar structure. It establishes historical context for the archive, 
beginning with an introduction to Coal Creek’s geology and land history as well as a profile for 
Barry Thacker and Carol Moore of the Coal Creek Watershed Foundation, who are conducting 
an historical revival as part of a long-term philanthropic service project. This chapter offers a 
7 
brief early history of the system of U.S. land tenure and survey, including the removal of 
indigenous peoples from their ancestral lands. East Tennessee’s land grant history (originating 
during the 1700’s) is contentious at best—like so many other land histories. I summarize 
indigenous displacement, conflicting surveys, the elusive Revolutionary Era land grant process, 
the broader economic context in the post-Civil War South, the Coal Creek Insurrection and two 
Coal Creek mine explosions.8 Again, each section is followed by a reflection offset by italics and 
concludes with a brief synthesis. 
Chapter three discusses working in the private, unprocessed Coal Creek Company 
archive and assembling a technical document for the archive. I assume a scholarly voice to 
interpret the theoretical implications of the finding aid (see Appendix) against the backdrop of 
the literature review and methodology, while I use a reflective voice to answer the “so what?” 
question. The reflection discusses what the finding aid and the process of working in the archive 
mean to a rhetorician. I discuss strategic choices I made in document arrangement and 
management. This section demonstrates how these processes are embedded in larger narratives 
and are not isolated, static research events. I had kept a research journal throughout this period 
and I use excerpts to tell the story of this archive and the challenges of piecing together a finding 
aid. I then summarize the archive theories I used, and I conclude by highlighting and 
reemphasizing the benefits and advantages of this process. 
Finally, chapter four discusses real-world outcomes for overall analysis and ideas for 
                                                 
8   Chapter four outlines future work that will include a rhetorical analysis of local newspapers 
and their treatment of the Coal Creek community when these traumatic events occurred, tying 
in the role of social conflict in shaping public memory. Also highlighted in future work will 
be the women of Coal Creek’s troubles who made quilts from convict laborers’ clothes. One 
past interview with a resident describes how the women gathered these articles of clothing 
from the streets after freed convict laborers left them behind. I will also explore the rhetoric of 
craft and its role in shaping public memory and defining a collective communal voice. 
8 
future works. I then present reflections on the overall process, returning to the research itself, 
outlining what this work demonstrates and what it means for writing history rhetorically. 
 
It should be told that finding a place for my own voice in my research and academic 
writing has been a difficult struggle. It is a space I have fought for not knowing whether it 
would be accepted, rejected, or invalidated. Perhaps most researchers and academic 
writers pioneer in similar ways. Polished works are ideal. No doubt, scholars labor 
mightily to meet high standards of excellence whether or not they aim to satisfy the 
demands of a broad audience, reviewers, publishers, or the critic within. And these 
stories, the stories of how polished texts emerge, also complete the picture by helping 
demystify the processes of research and writing while at the same time including an ethic 
of disclosure and increasing accountability in these works.  
 
 
Discourses such as those mentioned above began generating greater self-awareness within the 
rhetorical tradition in the mid-late nineteen-nineties, challenging not only how academic 
discourse had been defined up to that point, but also its place in the study of rhetoric (see 
Bowdon and Miller). The following original definitions demonstrate these differences between 
the two approaches: 
academic discourse – linear, logically organized arguments supported by robust evidence. From 
a qualitative perspective, an academic writer demonstrates her understanding of current 
conversations within a field of study and situates her voice within that conversation; poses a 
problem(s) and is results-oriented. Traditional academic discourses historicize the public sphere 
resulting in heteronormativity that reinforces dominant paradigms.  
 
alternative discourse – may use non-linear structure. Arguments supported by robust, possibly 
multimodal evidence. From a qualitative perspective, a writer working from a frame of 
Discourse Architecture 
9 
alternative discourse demonstrates her understanding of current conversations within a field of 
study and situates her voice within that conversation; poses a problem(s) and is process-oriented. 
Alternative discourses problematize dominant discourse and emphasize the questioning of 
accepted truths; they typically historicize private spheres. Writers may use reflection, 
(inter)disciplinary collaboration, differences in language, and/or resistance to closure to disrupt 
binaries, negotiate flexible frameworks, and challenge dominant structures of power and 
privilege. 
 
The human need to delineate, to separate, categorize, and/or compartmentalize gives 
scholars a sense of control or finality. But these delineations can limit new knowledge and new 
questions. Yet, traditional academic discourse is not entirely monolithic—otherwise it could not 
integrate other forms of discourse. If it were completely inflexible, as some scholars suggest, 
then it would remain static and unchanging. However, alternative discourses have emerged in 
resistance to traditional academic discourse, opening new paradigms for what academic 
discourse can accomplish. I argue that these discourses are not resisting from the margins. 
Rather, they explore a coveted middle ground, a critical negotiated space within the core itself, in 
which new thoughts, ideas, theories, approaches, and complexities can be discussed. 
These discourses work from positions of empowerment, challenging rhetoric and 
composition scholars to think critically, come up with new questions, challenge dominant 
paradigms, and explore new intellectual domains.  
How does traditional academic discourse map against a background of discourses 
considered to be alternative? And vice versa? What could these overlaps imply about shifting 
values within composition and rhetoric? What might overlap (and inter-lap) offer about where 
rhetorics and composition have been and where they might be going? How does technical 
discourse map against a background of discourses considered to be alternative? How have shifts 
in technology shaped and been shaped by academic discourses? ALTDIS co-editor Patricia 
Bizzell suggests that questions such as these allow us to begin “[seeing] the whole beast.” Bizzell 
10 
proposes a sort of disciplinary self-interrogation as a means of bridging the gaps among purely 
objective approaches to research and writing and the realities of how the field is changing and 
growing. 
And, perhaps most importantly, how are my biases shaping the aims and scopes of my 
research? Am I working from a double bias? How does a researcher whose interest is 
decolonial scholarship write about her ancestors’ hegemonic history? I sought to embody 
these ideas, mapping them within a theoretical framework, offering an empowering 
narrative based in a rhetorically-savvy landscape. The thin and overlapping balance 
between objectivity and subjectivity challenged me to tap into a methodology that could 
encompass these intricacies. I wished not to think in terms of identities projected onto my 
subjects; instead, I wanted to focus on identities that shaped and were shaped by their 
surrounding culture. In the end, I struggled towards to a better understanding of the 
history of Coal Creek but within my own system of values. Sometimes this clearer 
understanding was an acceptance of nebulous connections, multi-dimensionality, and the 
reflexive nature of the work—work that resists closure and invites reflection as a way to 
“begin to see the whole beast.” 
 
 
As an example of the reflective disciplinary shift, let us turn to cultural rhetoric’s companion, 
cultural studies. Cultural rhetoric and cultural studies are powerfully dynamic lenses through 
which traditional disciplines can been viewed. For example, British Cultural Studies theorist 
Stuart Hall writes an autobiographical narrative in “Cultural Studies and Its Theoretical 
Legacies” (Cultural Studies Reader 2007). It is a hybrid discourse, structured like traditional 
Alternative Discourse and Rhetorical Action as Cultural Artifact 
11 
academic discourse, but it reads like a narrative. Throughout the article, Hall poses troubling 
issues and current debates, situates his statements within those debates, posits structured 
arguments, and contributes a sort of philosophical framework for the field of cultural studies. But 
his discourse is also reflective, focusing on inequalities in power and privilege resulting from the 
institutionalization of a body of knowledge. Hall advances Antonio Gramsci’s concept of an 
organic intellectual who could meet two requirements: 1) remain “at the very forefront of 
intellectual theoretical work because, as Gramsci says, it is the job of the organic intellectual to 
know more than the traditional intellectuals do…”; and 2) transmit “those ideas, that knowledge, 
through the intellectual function, to those who do not belong, professionally, in the intellectual 
class” (39). In other words, the organic individual is a scholar who tracks current scholarship and 
creates access for mainstream audiences.  
Yet it seems traditional academia considers such writing as either alternative or “public 
relations”. But this kind of pigeon-holing is problematic because it implies that: a) 
intellectualism is reserved for an elite class; and b) intellectual work must be dumbed down in 
order for the public to “get it.” However, narrative form and reflection resist both of these 
stereotypes. 
Another central concept Hall criticizes is what he describes as the “theoretical fluency” 
that arises when “intellectual and theoretical work [become] political practice” (39). In essence, 
“theoretical fluency,” Hall continues, “is an extremely difficult road, not resolving the tensions 
between those two requirements, but living with them.” While Hall carefully distinguishes 
intellectual work from academic work, his approach embodies “a dialogic approach to theory” 
(35). In this thesis, the productive tensions between subjectivity and objectivity illustrate the kind 
12 
of dialectic Hall describes; the goal is to flesh out deeper meanings while at the same time resist 
closure. 
These concepts are vehemently debated among scholars of rhetoric. As an example, 
rhetorician Xin Liu Gale9 sharply criticizes rhetoricians Cheryl Glenn, Susan Jarratt, and Rory 
Ong’s interpretive histories of the Greek female philosopher Aspasia. Primary sources on 
Aspasia are limited at best, a factor that triggers Gale’s criticisms of Jarratt, Glenn, and Ong’s 
subjective approaches to historiography. 10 Their ensuing debate produces several key questions: 
                                                 
9    Gale, Xin Liu. “Historical Studies and Postmodernism: Rereading Aspasia of Miletus.” 
College English 62.3 (2000): 361-386. Print.  
      In the introductory chapter of Teacher, Discourses and Authority, Gale writes, “Teaching 
is always a ‘symbolic imposition’ (Bourdieu and Passeron 1977), and a change of content 
does not completely change the basic institutional foundation of teaching and, therefore, does 
not change the traditional teacher's authority.... Since feminism, multiculturalism, 
deconstruction, and radical theories are all responses to the dominant discourse and are 
therefore parasitic upon it, avoiding teaching the dominant discourse not only leaves an 
irretrievable gap in students' education but also impedes students' development of critical 
thinking abilities and thus disempowers them.”  
      For Gale, teacher discourse is the ultimate authority. She writes that the process movement 
thinkers do not solve the problem of teacher authority; cognitivist process theorists do not 
address the issue of authority in the classroom; expressivists romanticize the classroom 
atmosphere, removing the authorial teacher all together and delimiting notions of the powerful 
influence teachers have; social constructivists emphasize collaboration, but in doing so they 
are reinforcing the authorial paradigm they are trying to challenge; critical pedagogy 
prioritizes student agency, oppression, and social justice, but it can be just as oppressive as the 
dominant discourse. While she depicts anti-foundationalism as parasitic to dominant 
discourse, casting alternative modes of thinking as harmful, she also raises an important 
question about how to deal with dominant discourses in composition classrooms without 
inadvertently supporting oppressive structures of power through negative reinforcement. 
Barbara Biesecker raises a similar question in a 2014 article. Her approach to public sphere 
(or absence of public(s)) could perhaps be useful here. Biesecker suggests confronting and 
subsequently redefining the status quo based on appearance without belonging, a decentering 
polemic that undermines dominant discourses without reinforcing them. See “Escaping the 
Choice of the Mass/ter: Late Neoliberalism, Object-Voice, and the Prospects for a Radical 
Democratic Future.” Advances in the History of Rhetoric. 17:25-33, 2014. Print. 
10  Almost a decade prior to Gale's prompt, Barbara Biesecker had argued against the fetishizing 
of the individual, describing it as a form of affirmative action for writing women into the 
history of rhetoric, a move that she describes as subverting collective rhetorical action and 
13 
Does ample primary evidence presuppose accurate historical accounts? How do we evaluate 
postmodern histories? What effects do written histories—guided either by traditional or by 
contemporary methodology—have on public memory? Gale argues in favor of the classicist 
Madeleine Henry's politicized approach11 to writing histories of rhetoric. Jarratt argues for 
intellectual work that does not “reproduce the structure of traditional masculinist history in all 
but the gender of its figures” (Jarratt 392). These such heated debates and the tensions among 
their opposing viewpoints stir provocative dialectics for this thesis. 
Similarly, in an autumn 2000 issue of Rhetorical Society Quarterly, Patricia Bizzell 
argues that Gale overlooks the extent to which Jarratt, Glenn, and Ong use traditional approaches 
in their histories. Bizzell also indicates the significant impact of postmodern theory on feminist 
approaches to writing the history of rhetoric. James Fredal frames rhetorical action as a cultural 
artifact, highlighting Bizzell’s point and provocatively demonstrating rigorous non-traditional 
approaches to academic research. Fredal’s work on the vandalizing of Classical Athenian statues 
shapes my approach to the Coal Creek miners’ insurrection. 
 In a 2002 College English article,12 Fredal underscores the importance of nonverbal 
                                                 
reinforcing cultural supremacy. She urges historiographers of rhetoric to ask instead, “What 
play of forces made it possible for a particular speaking subject to emerge?”  
 See Biesecker, Barbara. “Coming to Terms with Recent Attempts to Write Women into the 
History of Rhetoric.” Philosophy and Rhetoric. 25.2 (1992): 141-160. Print.  
11  In Prisoner of History: Aspasia of Miletus and her Biographical Tradition, Gale writes about 
how Henry focuses on representations of Aspasia throughout the centuries rather than 
attempting to prove Aspasia's existence with primary evidence. Gale praises Henry's balance 
between traditionalist and anti-foundationalist theories. For Gale, Glenn and Jarratt reinforce 
the paradigm they seek to challenge in their attempt to write Aspasia's true story. Gale writes 
that while Glenn and Jarratt work from within the institutional framework, criticizing 
institutionalized texts and forwarding their versions of the “true” story, Henry writes a history 
of the representations of Aspasia, and avoids what Gale considers to be fallacy: using personal 
authority or interpretation as evidence instead of heavy reliance on primary sources. 
12  Fredal, James. “Herm Choppers, the Adonia, and Rhetorical Action in Ancient Greece.” 
College English. 64.5 (2002): 590-612. Print. 
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rhetorical action and its potential contribution to the historical record. Fredal explores the 
vandalization of Athenian herms (see Figure 1 below) during the festival celebrating Aphrodite’s 
beloved tragic consort Adonis. Fredal corroborates the events of 415 BCE (on the eve of an 
Athenian military offensive against Syracuse) with the accounts of the ancient Greek historians 
Thucydides and Plutarch as well as to Aristophanes’ comic tragedy Lysistrata.13 The 
vandalization, Fredal argues, demonstrated communal agency and collective rhetorical action. 
While the identities of the vandals are unknown, Fredal writes that the vandals nonetheless 
                                                 
13  Fredal frames the vandals’ agency as an example of voices that refused erasure. The herm 
choppers, as Fredal calls them, disfigured these highly-revered military busts, commonly 
depicting generals and other revered military figures, by lobbing off their erect penises and 
marring their beards. The vandalization represents not only a visual disruption of daily 
activities in the agora, or main city square, where the herms were located, but it also 
symbolized a disruption of military power. The vandals acted on the eve of a disastrous 
military offensive against the wealthy city of Syracuse. See also William Furley’s Andokides 
and the Herms: A Study of Crisis in 5th Century Athenian Religion (1996) for insight into the 
events on the night before the launch against Syracuse as well as the aftermath of the 
vandalization. 
Figure 1: Herm statue on an ancient Greek pot. Photo courtesy of 
Perseus Digital Library, Tufts University 
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publicly embodied performative acts of resistance. Fredal suggests that scholars have overlooked 
the significance of collective rhetorical acts as cultural artifacts in their own right. 
Fredal characterizes the collective vandalization as both feminist and pacifist acts, 
offering examples of female agency. Similarly, Fredal draws connections to the summer festival 
known as the Adonia. He argues that Adonia celebrants in 415 BCE would have had access to 
the herms, access that would have been barred any other time of the year, and that the Adonia 
reenacted “female license, female power, and female participation in male self-definition” (602).   
Fredal asks,” Mourning the victim of deadly violence in a ritual that overturned the ideology of 
masculine potency, could the women of Athens not have been thinking as well of the masculine 
ethos of potency that dominated the assembly and that sent sons, brothers, and husbands off to 
fight in foreign wars?” (603) Fredal further compares the festival to a “carnivalesque inversion,” 
invoking a Bakhtinian sense of parody and pointing toward the historical irony Athens’ fate 
turning on the whim of disruptive rhetorical acts of vandalization (604). Fredal also contrasts the 
herms' sexual aggression with Adonis whose youthful presence evokes a strong sense of 
egalitarian virtue.  
 
The Peloponnesian War had ravaged Greek civilization on and off for about forty-five 
years before the vandalization. The herms symbolized military might, reinforcing a 
dominant war culture. But Athens' fate shifted for the worse after the offensive in 
Syracuse failed, turning the tide of the War in favor of Sparta and its allies. After the 
effacement of its revered statues symbolizing an entrenched culture of war, Athens never 
again regained its position of power.  
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Aside from a reference in Aristophanes’ Lysistrata, no known primary evidence connects 
the Adonia with the herm vandalization. Similarly, the Coal Creek Company archive 
holds no official record of the insurrection (The Coal Creek Company was considered by 
the Coal Creek community to be a benevolent mining company, never having leased 
convicts for labor, although it leased the land where rebellion took place.) The miners’ 
aggression impacted the region’s historical narrative as the vandalization in Classical 
Athens impacted its historical narrative.  
 
When the miners’ calls for their own checkweighman and for the banning of scrip 
remained unheeded, they commandeered the trains that brought in convict laborers and 
militia. The miners used the trains, symbols of economic might, to (re)claim communal 
agency, and the outcome was dramatic just as the vandalization of the herms. Imbalances 
of power give way to violent resistance. However, appropriate channels for dissent may 
have mitigated the radicalizing of workers especially since Coal Creek’s miners 
identified with the political party in power. The case could have been the same for the 
voiceless vandals in Classical Greece. 
 
When the rails arrived in Coal Creek in 1867, representing the growth of an 
industrializing nation, they opened access to Coal Creek’s rich coal seam. At the time, 
Anderson Country produced the bulk of Tennessee coal. And output from the seam at 
Coal Creek contributed significantly to this boon. But after the miners commandeered the 
trains and after several soldiers were killed, both Governor John Buchanan and the 
miners fell from public favor. The hijacking of the trains portrayed as a cultural artifact 
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helps redefine cultural materiality, offering new ways to analyze and understand cultural 
practices and identification and emphasize relationality.  
The Coal Creek Company archive also holds no reference to women even though it is 
likely women had maintained the archive throughout most of its existence. This was the 
nature of a business archive—of course it wouldn’t describe the insurrection because 
rebellion is bad for business. Of course it wouldn’t discuss women’s roles—this was not 
its purpose. But we could be sure Coal Creek Company Board Members discussed the 
clashes at Coal Creek during their meetings even though the Coal Creek Company was 
considered to be a benevolent player in the course of these events. 
 
 
Since cultural rhetorics is a field of inquiry concerned with performance, cultural beliefs and 
practices, rhetorical effects, and relationships, it is an especially integral frame to this study 
because of its focus on relationships. Whether the represented relationships are from “the 
historian to the archive” and the “archive to the historian” OR “the land to the people” and “the 
people to the land” OR even how people and industry interact, a focus on relationships informs 
the key questions this study seeks to discuss. The Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab forwards its 
methodology in its germinal article “Our Story Begins Here: Constellating Cultural Rhetorics” 
(2014). The Lab’s authors style this article as a three-act play, depicting their collective voice as 
an interlocutor named Niij, an Anishinaabemowin term meaning “friend”. The authors offer this 
form of storytelling as a way to illustrate their pathways in and about cultural rhetorics, focusing 
on the complexities of the relationships between theory and practice and bringing these elements 
into current conversations on cultural rhetorics. Narrative form allows them to integrate the story 
Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab 
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of their research process into their exploration of what it means to “do” cultural rhetorics while 
also advancing a theory that culture is best understood as the stories of human relationships.  
 Modern histories of rhetoric tell a story of Current Traditional Rhetoric and its rise and 
slow decline. Modern histories of rhetoric also tell the story about how the romantics, 
transcendentalists, New Critics, modern rhetoricians and authors, and contemporary rhetoricians 
over time have preceded paradigm shifts in rhetoric and composition. This particular range of the 
history of rhetoric also demonstrates how the process movement grew into rhetoric’s mainstream 
through composition pedagogy throughout the 1960’s – 1990’s. The Cultural Rhetorics Theory 
Lab builds on these histories by emphasizing the importance of building relational 
understandings of cultures and cultural practices rather than seeking to understand them as static 
objects removed from their contexts. Cultural rhetoric focuses on how such stories are 
transmitted—whether the stories focus on how humans relate to themselves, their communities, 
their geographies, or their pasts.  
The Lab fulfills the need for a metaphor that could break the academic gaze away from 
tunnel vision that results from “textual fetishism” and brings attention instead to how researchers 
and subjects of research interact with their communities, structures of power, and how subjects 
negotiate power. The metaphor of constellation enables these scholars to avoid essentializing the 
rhetorical tradition. By emphasizing the importance of relationships, these cultural rhetoricians 
can step outside rhetoric’s master narratives and build from notions of community, shared 
experience, multi-modality, conversation, reflexive practices, subjectivity, and reflection. 
The Lab contends “rhetorics are made through everyday practices, and these systems of 
practice, conversely, constitute cultural rhetorics” (6). The Lab seeks to create a text that 
embodies their methodology and highlights the practical value of understanding both cultural and 
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rhetorical practices and forges a way to build histories from the ground up rather than from 
hierarchies centered in internalized patriarchy (6).  
Building upon the Lab’s work as well as other sources, the ensuing chapters seek to 
illustrate the interconnectivity of overlapping, multi-dimensional theory, approach, research, and 
subject matter. The core contribution that the Lab’s work offers this thesis is two-fold: a) an 
ontological focus on the research process; and b) attention to how the objectification of 
knowledge perpetuates erasure of the human body and voice.  
 
I remember when I first came across the Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab. I could hardly 
believe I had found a group of scholars who were taken seriously in doing work I could 
get behind—work I had been interested in pursuing, but to which I had seen no clear 
path. It was a bit surreal. They give voice to thoughts about representation and research 
and writing that I had struggled with—most often quietly. And indeed, the pathway has 
not been clear and probably will not be if I am doing it “right.” But their works provide 
vital encouragement and validation. 
 
 
Two other rhetoric scholars working from a different angle, Gesa Kirsch and Jacqueline Jones 
Royster, offer a descriptive model to characterize works that are being performed by 
contemporary scholars of rhetoric. Their model and body of research also enable a perspective of 
connectivity. Kirsch and Royster’s feminist rhetorical model is comprised of four terms of 
engagement describing how these contemporary scholars have been approaching their research. 
Kirsch and Royster characterize the four terms as “terministic screens that interact dynamically 
Feminist Rhetorical Practices 
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with each other to create knowledge and understanding” (84). The four terms are: critical 
imagination, strategic contemplation, social circulation, and globalization. In Feminist Rhetorical 
Practices, Kirsch and Royster offer the following table. See Table 1 below. 
 
Table 1: An Enhanced Inquiry Model: Kirsch and Royster 
Thematic frameworks for 
feminist rhetorical inquiry 
Strategies for enabling 
robust inquiry 
Leverage points for data 
gathering, analysis, and 
interpretation 
Symphonic and polylogical 
patterns of inquiry 
Critical imagination 
 
Strategic contemplation 
 
Social circulation 
 
Globalization 
Sociopolitical impacts on 
content and context 
• Gender 
• Race 
• Ethnicity 
• Status 
• Geographical sites 
 
Sociopolitical impacts on 
rhetorical decision making 
• Rhetorical domains 
• Genres 
• Modes of expression 
Textually and contextually 
grounded analyses 
Local analyses connected to 
global enterprises 
An ethics of hope and care 
linked to responsible 
rhetorical action 
 
 
While Kirsch and Royster intend their model as descriptive of recent works by feminist 
scholars of rhetoric, and they do not intend it as a mold for future projects, the terms of 
inquiry nonetheless served as lamplights throughout my process of research in uncharted 
territory.  
 
Critical Imagination 
Kirsch and Royster suggest that select feminist rhetorical writers strategically maintain a style of 
critical distance to account for narrative voice. Kirsch and Royster write that these authors 
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achieve such distance by revealing to the extent possible personal contexts, disclosing biases, 
looking at subjects from within their own contexts, acknowledging subjects’ culturally shaped 
values, and how these values may conflict with how the author processes the past. Kirsch and 
Royster emphasize how feminist scholars are seeking the blind spots, seeking subjects who 
commonly receive less attention in their area of research, but doing the work “while enacting an 
ethics of hope and care” (149). Critical imagination identifies topics and stories that have not yet 
been written.  
 
Throughout my work with the Coal Creek Company archives, I have been keenly aware 
of my positionality. I quickly discovered that my culturally-shaped definitions of ethics 
and fairness had to be set aside so that I could strive to understand the perspectives and 
systems of values to which my subjects responded and reacted not only as members of the 
Coal Creek community, but also as members of the broader industrializing society. I had 
to step outside my comfort zone in order to reach the critical questions.  
 
The result was fruitful and reminded me of an unfinished chapter of my research on 
politics, religion, and conflict resolution in Northern Ireland. It was a project I started in 
my senior undergraduate year when the opportunity to live abroad in Belfast at the 
University of Ulster for the 2001-2002 academic year.  
 
I read Price of My Soul by Bernadette Devlin, tracked her down, and interviewed her. 
Scars from bullet wounds in her chest were framed by her V-necked blouse, burning into 
my memory her struggle and perseverance. The indelible marks are reminders of the day 
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Ulster Freedom Fighters shot-to-kill on her doorstep. As she recounted her story, I was 
struck by her humility despite her fame. She said that many who make it to the top forget 
they got there by standing on the backs of others. You can’t forget where you came from. 
 
This and countless other first-hand experiences during my unforgettable year inside a 
culture of terror (albeit after the Good Friday Agreement) provided a framework for 
points of reference and intellectual fabrics upon which I could build my study of Coal 
Creek. And, the thread is woven into intellectual fabrics that are new to my hands. I also 
adopted a philosophy of deconstruction that scrutinizes taken-for-granted societal rules. 
This philosophy informs my understanding of the cultural meanings behind the façades of 
modern life.  
 
Throughout this process, rhetoric has come to represent a means to study the 
architecture and mechanics of argumentation but also a study of the powerful 
relationships embedded in collective memory, language, historical narratives, and 
cultural practices.  
 
Questions that emerged from this process include: What do I want my current work to 
accomplish? How can my study of cultural rhetorics contribute meaningful scholarship 
to rhetorical studies? What role is cultural rhetoric playing to create valuable and 
enduring perspectives on symbols and cultures? How are these interpretations best 
applied in ways that serve communities—not only civilian, but also communities within 
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industry? How can I “see the whole beast” and share what I see in compelling ways? 
These questions helped me to construct a theoretical frame. 
 
Strategic Contemplation 
Kirsch and Royster’s second term of engagement is strategic contemplation, which is an 
embodied reflection of the subject at hand. Strategic contemplation may arise through visits to 
sites, handling artifacts, or sifting through materials whether in an archive or elsewhere. While 
this is a more meditative stage, emphasizing the researcher as a receiver of information rather 
than a sender, it is no less active. This approach appears to push the traditional scholarly formula 
for research and writing into uncharted territory, expanding its boundaries into new spaces by 
bringing attention to the critical need for reflection. 
Kirsch and Royster point out that such shifts in approach and awareness do not over-
simplify methodologies of rhetoric. Kirsch and Royster instead seek to inscribe validation for 
subjective points of view into the canons of rhetorical knowledge. They highlight taken-for-
granted complexities that interact with a broad range of rhetorical subjects, including the 
researcher’s role in creating histories. Works found in Kirsch and Royster’s collection focus also 
on “research as process”, illuminating old cracks in object-driven approaches and polarized 
methodologies. 
Women’s roles and voices in Coal Creek were especially challenging to determine. Not 
only were they silent in primary and secondary materials about Coal Creek, the private archive 
made very little mention of women. Given its purpose and cultural time frames, this came as no 
surprise.  
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As I have pursued an understanding of “research as process”, old terminologies have 
taken on new meanings. Strategic contemplation, or embodied experiences in the 
archives and in the communities, offered renewed understandings than object-driven, 
purely textual approaches could not offer. It also allowed for a more relational 
understanding of the subject, encouraging questions about how all the pieces fit or did 
not fit together. 
 
Social Circulation 
The third term of engagement Kirsch and Royster suggest is social circulation, “a metaphor to 
indicate the social networks in which [our subjects] connect and interact with others and use 
language with intention” (101). Kirsch and Royster discussed how women’s roles and women’s 
work or meaning-making practices have ebbed and flowed in social arenas and how women have 
used language within social and cultural relationships. For Kirsch and Royster, social circulation 
is a way of looking not only at how marginalized people have had a voice or have been silenced, 
but also how the transmission of information changes throughout the generations. 
 
This perspective helped frame an understanding for how to approach women’s roles in 
Coal Creek for eventual works. There is dearth of primary and secondary sources on the 
women of Coal Creek.  However, just as the Coal Creek archive offered no female voices, 
these gaps in the archive point to rich discussions and researches into the women’s roles, 
their situations, and the scope of relevant cultural practices in the midst of their 
conditions.  
 
25 
Carol Moore of the Coal Creek Watershed Foundation told me that boxes of archival 
material from the local church had been burned. An archive of records belonging to 
social clubs that met at the church were likely in this collection. These records would 
have shed light on women’s roles. Once I begin documenting women’s’ stories and 
others’ stories (in Coal Creek as well as in the nuclear sciences), I intend to link them to 
internationally-based conversations. 
 
Globalization 
Kirsch and Royster’s fourth term of engagement is globalization.14 This approach seeks to cross 
national boundaries and deliver stories from international communities. The authors depict 
decolonizing research practices as an inter-generational project “in search of excellence,” readily 
scrutinizing truths and histories traditionally accepted as objective and unchanging, and 
embracing loose ends and sometimes messy edges of history—not as issues or stories necessarily 
in need of closure. Similarly, Kirsch and Royster seek to engender qualities of excellence, 
“actively participating in the shaping, growth, and development of feminist rhetorical studies,” 
while “active also in forming an innovative vanguard for the general practices in rhetorical 
studies, rather than functioning mainly at its periphery” (31). To support upcoming generations 
of scholars and to connect with other disciplines, Kirsch and Royster seek to identify emergent 
methodologies that scholars such as Patricia Bizzell had used to broaden academic horizons 
                                                 
14   Other works bringing greater diversity into this field as it continues to grow and adapt to 
shifting values. In a 1983 Rhetorica article, “Ancient Egyptian Rhetoric,” Michael Fox writes 
about a non-western rhetorical tradition. Victor Villanueva writes about an Aztec rhetorical 
tradition in “On the Rhetoric and Precedents of Racism” in a College Composition and 
Communication article in 1999. And more recently, Lu Xing writes in Rhetoric in Ancient 
China, Fifth to Third century, B.C.E.: A Comparison with Classical Greek Rhetoric in 2011. 
These are but three examples from a much larger, growing body of works. 
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within rhetorical studies. In essence, they made “qualities of excellence with [feminist] 
scholarship more visible” (43). 
As Kirsch and Royster use the term, they seek to forward the importance of a global 
context, but they also to strive to highlight definitions of rhetorical performance. In the case of 
the miners at Coal Creek, civilians launched their insurrection on what happened to be the 
anniversary of Bastille Day (July 14).15   
Including the launch, here were a total of four violent clashes. In three of these clashes, 
miners commandeered the incoming trains carrying militia and convict laborers and sent the 
trains back to Nashville and Knoxville. It is important to remember that the miners’ reactions 
were influenced by a much broader history. Their concepts and strategies did not develop in 
isolation. In the post-Civil War Appalachian South, improved transportation and technology 
altered the geographic and economic landscape, enabling the mining of natural resources at 
levels unseen to that point, and leading to production demands on workers that were rife with 
trouble. Reconstruction was America’s new veneer for institutionalized forms of segregation by 
race and by class that would culminate in the American South as a dominant national paradigm 
of Gilded Age industrial culture. Conditions were set for workers’ movements and uprisings to 
emerge. Thus, the culture of Gilded Age business in America was launched.  
 
Beholding Coal Creek in terms of any global context makes the work relevant and also 
opened a new avenue of relevance: During my pursuit of a graduate certificate in global 
security studies, I worked as an assistant editor for the University of Tennessee 
                                                 
15 The 1916 Easter Rising in Dublin shares compelling similarities with the Coal Creek 
Insurrections. While no known link exists, holding the two events side-by-side could offer 
new insights into hero narratives and their influences on popular history and public memory. 
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International Journal of Nuclear Security, and I was struck by how those efforts were 
cross-fertilizing and informing with my current rhetorical pursuits. Anderson County is 
the birthplace of Coal Creek, Oak Ridge National Laboratory and the Manhattan 
Project, as well as the Y-12 National Security Complex, most commonly known as a 
storage facility for the country’s supply of highly-enriched uranium—the fuel that creates 
an atomic blast. Albeit new to nuclear security cultural practices and its threads of 
communication, power, relationships, public and industrial memories, and narratives, I 
am reminded of the tensions in Coal Creek’s past, as well as the dilemmas of Northern 
Ireland’s two-state solution (and the efficacy of a two-state solution in Israel where 
nuclear security is of utmost importance). 
 
Four Terms, Stuart Hall, and the Rhetorical Triangle 
Taking a closer look at the four terms of inquiry and juxtaposing them with Stuart Hall’s theory 
of communication and Classical rhetorical theory yields a productive dialectic. Figure 2 below 
compares classical Greek theory of rhetoric with contemporary terminologies and perspectives 
on the rhetorical situation. The second rhetorical triangle depicts Kirsch and Royster’s terms of 
engagement. The third triangle depicts Stuart Hall’s terms for his theory of mass communication. 
Hall’s terms are not intended to be thought of as contingent points but as fluid independent 
moments like two-way circuitry. Meaning is encoded and decoded between the sender and 
receiver. The five terms to the right in the table illustrate Hall’s depiction of how meaning flows 
and is reproduced. Note that Hall’s terms are reflexive and non-deterministic.  
The visual representation in Figure 2 (below) poses the roles of process in the feminist 
example. While the Classical model and Hall’s work have no doubt been formative for Kirsch 
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and Royster’s work, the focus on relationship, flexibility, and reflexivity is best seen in relief 
beside the other two models.  
 
At the 2015 Feminist Rhetorics Conference (FemRhet), I asked Kirsch and Royster if they 
were thinking about the classical rhetorical triangle when they were deciding on their 
terms of engagement. Their answer was surprising. Royster, with Kirsch standing by her 
side, answered that while they did not intend any implicit overlap, they were never not 
thinking about the classical rhetorical triangle, that the relationships among these 
elements were always at the forefront of their minds as they wrote their book, working 
within the tradition at the same time that they were aiming to bring new insights. They 
had not been motivated by a desire to revise the tradition through the existing culture of 
critique, but to re-envision the tradition, recording the shifts that were already occurring 
as new paradigms have emerged. 
 
 
The Cultural Rhetorics frame and Kirsch and Royster’s model offer an approach to archival 
practice that allowed for juxtaposed methodologies. The Society of American Archivists guides 
for archival research provide traditional theory and methodology for working in archives. The 
traditional approaches forwarded by these guides counterbalanced the overarching “research as 
lived process” approach found in Beyond the Archives and Working in the Archives. While the 
Society’s guides offer practical nuts and bolts methods for working in archives, including the 
handling, storage, and organization of materials, the stories of rhetoricians’ experiences in the 
archives found in the latter two collections are helpful for identifying relationships and  
Archival Research 
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Figure 2: Four Terms, Stuart Hall, and the Rhetorical Triangle 
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connections among the researcher, the research, methodology(s), communities, and current 
conversations within the discipline. In “Feminist Methods of Research in the History of Rhetoric: 
What Difference Do They Make?” Patricia Bizzell describes an effect of such stories: 
Have Royster, and other feminist scholars for whom she has now more 
completely articulated methodologies already in practice, departed radically from 
the rhetorical tradition? Yes, and no. No, because their work relies upon many of 
the traditional tools of research in the history of rhetoric. No, because the rhetors 
have added to our picture of the history of Western rhetoric seem to me to be 
working within this tradition and enriching it, rather than constituting utterly 
separate or parallel rhetorical traditions. But yes, because in order to get at the 
activities of these new rhetors, researchers have had to adopt radically new 
methods as well, methods which violate some of the most cherished conventions 
of academic research, most particularly in bringing the person of the researcher, 
her body, her emotions, and dare one say, her soul, into the work. (Bizzell 16) 
 
In Beyond the Archives, Malea Powell (Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab) describes how 
her methodology comes from her personal connection with the archives.  In “Dreaming Charles 
Eastman,” Powell uses first-person narrative to embody her personal connection and to convey 
meaningful subjective experiences that shaped the outcome of her project. By sharing her 
research narrative and including her research trials and tribulations, Powell disrupts the 
subjective/objective binary and shows how the research, the writing, and the final outcome are 
constellated experiences, existing multi-dimensionally. Similarly, in a 2010 lecture at Purdue 
University, Powell critiqued the “textual fetishism of our discipline” that subverts the very 
personal nature of research, calling for radical new approaches to writing and academic research.  
Furthermore, in her piece titled, “Traces of the Familiar,” (Beyond the Archives) Wendy 
Sharer questions how we, as scholars, turn the personal into scholarly research. She uses her 
successes to encourage her students to do the same. She writes that this type of work can be done 
with a spirit of enthusiasm—and not with in a spirit of caution.  
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And in Working in the Archives, editors Alexis Ramsey, Wendy Sharer, Barbara 
L’Eplattenier, and Lisa Mastrangelo compile a collection of essays of scholars’ experiences 
working in archives. In her essay titled, “The Personal as Method and Place as Archives,” Liz 
Rohan echoes Powell’s discussion above when she discusses the power of archival research to 
form identity in her own experience of archival research.  Rohan writes about growth and 
transformation through her research. She writes that while some may find the sharing of her 
insight to be “irrelevant, unscholarly, or even unprofessional,” Rohan argues “emotional 
attachments with our subjects… do not mean that we write hagiography, engage in solipsism, or 
embellish date with ‘fiction.’” To Rohan’s point, a study reflecting the author’s awarenesses of 
her emotional biases strengthens the integrity of the scholarship, deepening its level of 
accountability while at the same time, bringing greater engagement with the material and helping 
demystify emotional connectivity (246). Similarly, in “Emergent Taxonomies,” Tarez Samra 
Graban questions the researcher’s role in allowing a framework to emerge from the archive, 
rather than to impose order on it.  An essay titled, “Invisible Hands: Recognizing Archivists’ 
Work to Make Records Accessible,” Sammie Morris and Shirley Rose provide a beginning 
model for writing a finding aid through their compilation of the archive of James Berlin, a well-
known deceased scholar of rhetoric. I referred to their example until a process and structure 
evolved from working in the private business archive belonging to the Coal Creek Company.  
These scholars were proposing alternate perspectives on academic writing, but the same 
kind of tensions exists for technical discourse. Technical discourse is characterized by the way it 
can imply an erasure of voice, masquerading as a standardized overlay, disguising any radical 
rhetorical possibilities. But even something as practical as a finding aid involves specific choices 
in description, arrangement, and document assembly. Furthermore, provenance, considered the 
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first traditional governing principle of the archive, identifies the relationships, or inner-
constellations among the materials in the archive.  
Provenance focuses on patterns among the archive’s different series. Two special 
collections scholars working from UCLA and UNLV, Tom Hyry and Michelle Light, wrote in 
2002 that adherence to provenance and original order, the second governing principle of the 
archive, are not enough to prevent the archivist’s influence, that relying upon these two 
principles do not save the work from the touch of the archivist. They wrote, “Archives and 
archivists are not disinterested bystanders documenting human experience, but active agents in 
creating very specific views of historical reality” (219).  
 
I grappled with a lack of knowledge about original order in the Coal Creek Company 
archive. In fact, this was the starting point in my work in the Coal Creek Company 
archive. The research journal I kept throughout the process became vitally important for 
developing an understanding of how to approach the unprocessed archive. Upon entering 
the archive, I remember visualizing 007 scaling the walls of a top secret building in 
search of answers to solve a major case. In the end, I came to understand while major, 
case-breaking discoveries are important, they are less common. Furthermore, a big 
research payoff at the end of a story is not the point. Rather adversity and striving 
throughout the process of research is its center. Shifts in the way we approach research 
problems and solutions occur most often after wrestling with difficult questions or 
learning from watching others wrestle—not from grandiose finds. In fact, strokes of 
brilliance that shift fundamental understandings are, like writing, made up of many 
small, persistent steps. 
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Traditional performances of research may fall short when compared to discourses that bring 
greater awareness through reflection. Likewise, these self-aware discourses can rely on the 
structures of more traditional approaches and offer avenues to approach writing and research that 
benefit the whole, helping scholars to “see the whole beast.” These above-cited works support 
the compositional goals for this thesis by emphasizing the validity of narrative form while 
illustrating an ethic of researching and writing regional histories. However, as I demonstrate in 
the following chapter, a more traditionally structured approach to history provides a critical 
understanding of the context for major historical events in a small-town community in East 
Tennessee.  
Conclusion 
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CHAPTER TWO: COAL CREEK, TENNESSEE 
The dry river-bed finds no thanks for its past. 
Rabindranath Tagore, 1916 
Coal Creek, previously known as Lake City, lies twenty-five miles north of Knoxville off of 
Interstate 75 next to Norris Dam State Park in Anderson County, Tennessee. Two satellite 
townships are important to its past: Fraterville lies two miles south and Briceville lies eight miles 
south. This region is integral to Appalachian and U.S. labor history because the Coal Creek 
Insurrection (1891-1893) occurred in the midst of an unparalleled era of widespread U.S. labor 
uprisings, a time when workers’ unions took hold as both mining and railroads expanded in 
America from all directions. At the same time, Tennessee’s fractured government was 
tumultuous, adding to the chaos of the political and economic moment in East Tennessee. One 
scholar writes, however, that the miners were not necessarily looking to overthrow the state 
government so much as they intended to influence and engage political actors. (Shapiro 11). 
Similarly, Shapiro argues that the miners organized resistance to convict labor was uniquely 
characteristic of the New South. 
This period of U.S. history (1870s – 1900s) significantly impacted the nation’s historical 
narrative. The ever-expanding networks of whistling locomotives dramatically altered everyday 
life. In many cases, the trains opened greater access to a broad range of natural and man-made 
resources. In many cases, the trains brought jobs to miners, most paid in scrip, many who labored 
in unsafe conditions. Theoretically, with greater power comes greater responsibility. But as 
Tagore’s quote illustrates on erasure of past, public memory can displace the importance and 
impact of human relationships with the land. 
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What measures prevent or mitigate social unrest? How should scholars tell the stories of 
the past? What new connections can be made? What class structures of power did the 
paternalistic coal companies reinforce, and conversely, what did they provide? What do such 
polarized tensions imply about the historical moment? Herein, I argue that the value of 
narrativity in feminist rhetorical historiography allows scholars to reexamine the past and draw 
new connections in their efforts to strike an ethic of balanced, informed study.  
When the Tennessee Coal Mining Company brought East Tennessee’s first convict 
laborers, the stage was set already for conflict. How this conflict has come to be remembered, 
whether accurately or inaccurately, is of particular interest, and I will touch on ideas for future 
works at the end of this chapter. However, this chapter outlines Coal Creek’s geography; 
introduces the Coal Creek Watershed Foundation, a philanthropic organization working to revive 
Coal Creek’s provocative history; synopsizes early U.S. land tenure; offers a profile of the Coal 
Creek Company; and briefly describes Coal Creek’s tragic events during the 1890’s. 
I have come to understand Coal Creek’s history through a lens of land tenure and 
geographic survey. The Coal Creek Company’s private archive helped me process and develop 
this understanding. As a result, it has become clear that the history of the land itself and the 
system of land tenure is integral to developing a better understanding of the major events that 
took place in Coal Creek: the insurrection as well as two major mine explosions, as well as the 
play of politics and amassing of power and wealth. In this chapter, I offer more details about land 
tenure. I also use feminist rhetorical practices to create methodological framework to flesh out 
new questions. As in previous chapters, each section uses an academic voice to process the 
overarching frame. Each section is followed by a reflection that explores voice and the role of 
methodologies, emphasizing the dynamism created by narrativity. These clarifying reflections 
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highlight how the tensions between subjective and objective approaches in the archives give rise 
to new questions. 
To begin, I offer the following synopsis of Coal Creek’s geographical location and 
geology as a jumping off point for this chapter. Now known as Rocky Top, this historical mining 
community is nestled in a bend of a northern portion of Walden’s Ridge along the Cumberland 
Plateau (Figure 3 below). This particular portion of Walden’s Ridge—from Coal Creek to 
Fraterville and Briceville—once yielded Tennessee’s greatest output of bituminous coal.16 When 
you look at Coal Creek on a topographical map (Figure 3), you begin to understand why 
Anderson County was Tennessee’s top producer of coal by the end of the nineteenth century. A 
natural break in Walden’s Ridge provided easier access to the coal-rich seam hidden under its 
hills, offering viable access for locomotive transport. The town of Coal Creek sprang up from 
this passageway. In fact, Evans Bank, situated along an outer portion of the ridge above Coal 
Creek, was so rich in coal that three businessmen (two locals and one wealthy financier from 
New York) battled in the Supreme Court for rights to the land (William S. McEwen and Henry H. 
Wiley, Plaintiffs in Error, vs John Den, Lessee of Charles Bulkley and Stuart Brown, 1861). But 
the peoples’ history of Coal Creek is as rich as its mineral content, and a philanthropic 
organization (Coal Creek Watershed Foundation) is helping to revive these stories for upcoming 
generations. 
 
                                                 
16  Anthracite coal is the cleanest-burning and deepest-buried form, denser than its bituminous 
counterpart, which is lighter, less pure, but closer to the surface of the earth’s crust, thus 
offering easier access. Mined East Tennessee coal at the time was primarily bituminous. See 
also Frank Bradley, Geological Report: Coal Creek Mining & Manufacturing Company of TN 
(1872) for context about how geologists, mine operators, and speculators were thinking of 
Coal Creek’s natural resources. See also Second Annual Report of the Commissioner of Labor 
and Inspector of Mines, 1893. 
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Figure 3 GIS maps 
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In 2000, mine engineer Barry Thacker and his business partner Carol Moore were looking for a 
service project when they first started learning about Coal Creek’s past. At the time, Thacker and 
Moore invited members of the community and their school-aged children to help clean the 
creeks. Soon after they began their work, a few Coal Creek residents approached Thacker and 
Moore. Instead of asking for help with land restoration, they asked the Foundation to focus on 
creating educational opportunities for their children. Thacker likes to tell the story of how one 
resident told him “the people need your help more than the fish do.”  
Consequently, Thacker and Moore designed scholarships for children from Briceville 
Elementary, an economically depressed area. In return, the students participate in both natural 
Coal Creek Watershed Foundation 
Figure 4 Welsh graveyard in Coal Creek. Photo courtesy of the Coal Creek Watershed Foundation. 
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and historical restoration and learn about their community’s past through writing and reading 
competitions. Over the years, the Foundation has given more than $300,000 to forty-two 
students.  
  As an empathetic mine engineer and successful businessman, Thacker believes that 
companies have a responsibility to practice stewardship in communities where industry has 
extracted natural resources. He understands that these companies have a responsibility to clean 
up and to contribute to the enrichment of the communities that make up their labor force. As 
Thacker and Moore and the students of Coal Creek have dug deeper into the creek beds and 
hillsides, cleaning up trash, planting trees, and installing historical markers, so too, have they 
uncovered stories of Coal Creek’s past.  
Thacker has taken a specific interest in Coal Creek’s Welsh roots. When Thacker leads 
guided tours in Coal Creek, time permitting, he takes his visitors to the Welsh cemetery (Figure 4 
above), the only one in the community that welcomed black miners who were killed in the 1902 
Fraterville explosion. In this graveyard, headstones of eighty-nine miners encircle a monument 
with the names of 184 miners who died in this explosion. The circular patterns as well as the 
distinct names on the headstones are remnants of Welsh presence in Coal Creek.17 
 
What motivated the Welsh miners to accept the black miners when others, such as in 
                                                 
17  The Welsh influence in Coal Creek has attracted Thacker’s imagination and interest, and it is 
strikingly present throughout the weave of Coal Creek’s tapestry of cultural history. Thacker 
enlisted Eirug Davies, a former associate of Harvard’s Celtic Department, to write an 
introduction to this history. The Welsh of Tennessee offers its readers an introduction to 
eisteddfods, or Welsh cultural festivals that celebrated not only music, but also literacy. 
Another author analyzes the performativity of these cultural festivals. See Charlotte Aull 
Davies’ “’A Oes Heddwch?’ Contesting meanings and Identities in the Welsh National 
Eisteddfod.” Ritual, Performance, Media ed. Felicia Hughes Freeland, 2003. 
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nearby Grundy County, excluded them? What does their acceptance indicate about Welsh 
symbolic and cultural capital as well as larger to connections to other national 
movements? What were their attitudes toward race? How are Welsh/convict relationships 
best characterized?  
 
Throughout the research process, questions such as these have arisen like a tsunami 
wave—usually when I was without pen and paper or laptop, forcing me to spend more 
time in contemplation. Other times, such questions have shone like a distant beacon 
through a dark haze, signaling new ways to understand the material. My theoretical 
framing and application of feminist rhetorical practices have offered a way to grapple 
not only with a very organic flow, but it has also allowed me to acknowledge the force of 
serendipity as very real and often formative.  
 
 
While the cultural gravity of the Welsh in Coal Creek was influential, business interests and 
transient miners migrated into the area based on the availability of natural resources and jobs, 
respectively. The land was initially bought and sold based on America’s emerging system of land 
tenure. Industrial growth during the last half of the nineteenth century in the U.S. was fired by 
coal, namely Appalachian coal. But more than a century before, during the Revolutionary Era, 
land (mis)management had set a stage for conflict. Intertwined land grants, corrupt legislators, 
and inconsistent surveys and survey systems created persistent confusion and conflicts over 
titles, deeds, ownership, and rights amid a fledgling economy. Similarly, Revolutionary Era land 
Land Grants and Surveys 
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grabs relied on extinguishing Native rights to land.18 Tennessee’s Revolutionary Era land grant 
history was an especially tangled jumble of knots.  
East Tennessee was originally ancestral Cherokee hunting grounds, but after the 
Revolutionary War, various colonies ceded these lands to create states.  Moreover, occurring 
both before and during Indian removal, land grabs exposed the early legislators’ intentions to 
capitalize from their positions of political power.  Similarly, just after the Revolutionary War, the 
fledgling American government stood to economically recover through land sales. By claiming 
public domain and then selling land, it could recover from postwar losses and pay debts. The 
government sold large tracts to land companies, who in turn sold to individuals. But few of these 
deals worked cleanly. Many complications arose from conflicting surveying methods and 
primitive technologies. Further, land companies and individuals sold deeds on top of claims, 
complicating already murky boundaries.19 
When the thirteen colonies ceded unclaimed land, the new government would 
acknowledge statehood once territorial populations rose to 60,000 (1785 Land Ordinance Act, 
Article 5). North Carolina eventually ceded its western lands in 1789, forming the first county of 
                                                 
18  For specific treaties of dispossession, see the Watauga Transylvania purchase (1775), 
Hopewell Treaty (1785), Harmar Treaty (1789), Holston Treaty (1791), Compact of 1802, 
and the Washington Treaty (1828). For more on this topic, see also: Nichols, David. “U.S. 
Indian Policy, 1783-1830.” American History: Oxford Research Encyclopedias (2015) and 
Tyler Boulware’s “Our Mad Young Men: Authority and Violence in Cherokee Country” from 
Blood in the Hills, 2012. The latter title offers pre-revolutionary context. Albert Garrett’s 
History of Tennessee and Its Earliest Times to the Year 1903 offers a map of Native treaties 
and shifting boundaries (129). 
19  Working with titles, grants, and deeds in the Coal Creek Company archive proved how 
convoluted the process was for early settlers and their descendants. There is a wealth of 
information on the overall system of land tenure in the U.S circa 1780’s-1830’s. Sources 
specific to this thesis include Irene Griffey’s Earliest Tennessee Land Records or Bill 
Hubbard’s American Boundaries: The Nation, the State, the Rectangular Survey for succinct 
versions of directly related complexities. 
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what would later become Tennessee. The area was divided into districts including an additional 
military district in the middle-northern part of the state. Washington County, being Tennessee’s 
first county, included the entire territory, giving legislators an advantage in land speculation. By 
the time of Tennessee's statehood in 1796, the state consisted of fourteen small counties, 
covering about one-third of its current boundaries and tucked mostly into the state's northeast 
corner as well as in the middle northern portion. Native Americans were allotted the remaining 
two-thirds. By the time Anderson County formed in 1801, Tennessee had twenty-two counties 
(Atlas of Historical County Boundaries, Newberry Library). By 1803, the Tennessee settler-to-
land, Native-to-land ratios had flip-flopped; the state then had claimed two-thirds of indigenous 
lands, pushing Native Americans to the western third (Atlas of Historical County Boundaries, 
Newberry Library). Tennessee was finally granted the right to issue land grants and perfect titles 
in 1806.20 However, matters remained no less complicated as North Carolina continued to honor 
military grants in Tennessee for years to come. 
 By 1835, all Indian titles were extinguished and Tennessee was divided into seventy 
counties covering almost 27 million acres.21 In just thirty-nine years (1796-1835), colonials had 
assumed full rights and had pushed the indigenous peoples from their homelands. In 1835, the 
Treaty of New Echota finalized President Jackson's Indian Removal Act. General Winfield Scott 
                                                 
20  On September 1806, the state legislation passed an act to ratify and confirm an act of the 
Congress entitled "An act to authorize the state of Tennessee to issue grants and perfect titles 
to certain lands therein described and to settle the claims to the vacant and unappropriated 
lands.” Tennessee State Library and Archives, doc. control number 1806-006-02-00007. In 
addition, Henry Whitney’s collection of Tennessee land laws (1891) is an especially useful 
resource for legislative actions up to the late 1800’s. 
21  Today, Tennessee is comprised of ninety-five counties (still about twenty-seven million 
acres). For a more in-depth land history of the period of time between the Revolutionary War 
and Indian Removal, see the conclusory chapter in John Finger’s Tennessee Frontiers: Three 
Regions in Transition. Bloomington: Indian UP, 2001. 
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enforced Indian removal in 1838, sending thousands of displaced refugees on a long-distance 
death march. 
 In the meantime, federal and state legislature approved and expanded land survey 
systems, setting the patterns for how these acquired lands would be bought and sold. Land 
survey plays a key role for shaping an understanding of the Coal Creek Company’s history, but 
also for understanding how the situation in Coal Creek came to a head from 1891-1893. A brief 
history of the systems of survey also contextualizes the critical role geography plays in culture 
and conflict. What follows offers a further snapshot of early U.S. land survey. 
Surveys 
The 1785 Land Ordinance Act set up a system of land tenure, and it established governmental 
survey guidelines for allocation. It aimed to standardize a more straightforward system of survey 
Figure 5 Surveyor’s chain, photo courtesy of Van Natta Forestry 
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than the colonial metes and bounds system.22 Government surveyors measured and surveyed 
land in square miles23 by blazing topographical landmarks and setting posts to mark boundaries. 
They would describe these marked lots in their field books and plats which would be later 
referred to in land grants. Eventually known as the rectangular Public Land Survey system 
(c.1796), the method called for surveyors to mark north-south lines (according to the magnetic 
north meridian) such that they crossed east-west lines, forming right angles. They commonly 
used 33' chains (Figure 5 above), based on the Gunter's chain, also called poles, rods, or perches) 
to measure and record boundaries and distances. Ten square chains equaled one acre. This was 
also known as horizontal survey. This imperfect but simple approach enabled surveyors to 
undertake the daunting task of mapping broad areas natural boundaries in an organized, logical 
way.  
However, not all states used the same method. Colonial states relied on the metes and 
bounds system of survey. In North Carolina’s case, surveyors continued to rely on this system. 
Also known as surface survey, the metes and bounds system used physical descriptions of 
topographical features (natural boundaries), trees, fences, rocks, etc., to mark boundaries. 
Surveyors measured not more than 640 acres per tract, per claim. The system of metes and 
bounds was far less straightforward and exceptionally problematic, but it was also more 
adaptable than the Public Land Survey system because it could account for irregularities in the 
land. The excerpt below, taken from the Coal Creek Company Business archive, offers a glimpse 
                                                 
22  The Northwest Ordinance of 1787 set precedents for statehood, providing a framework of 
governance for staked territories. See also White (15). 
23  Six square-mile townships were divided into 640 acre lots, measured by the 80-chain mile See 
White (12). See also 1775 Land Ordinance Act, sect. 5. This act is still in effect. See Robillard 
and Wilson for a history of survey in the U.S. with technical terms and explanations for 
boundary marking and retracing. 
45 
of how convoluted this process could be (page 12, Stout court records copy, field notes):  
There was a great deal of trading among these several owners, and owing to the very 
defective descriptions, various claims were brought forward, especially when William 
Brown, Sr., bought the tract sold to Silas Burris and later the one sold to John Harness. 
About 1884, L. Bird came into this region and bought the mineral rights pertaining to the 
above several tracts for the Poplar Creek Mineral Railroad Company. As there was no 
certainty to the boundaries of these tracts, he surveyed them first. In the meantime, the 
Silas Burris tract had been acquired through several transfers, some of which no deed was 
made, by Abraham White and Isaac White. They agreed to divide the tract leaving it to 
Hiram Braden's wife to make the division lines, which she did, laying them along Still 
House Branch and some fences. L. Bird in surveying this conditional line and entering it 
in his description must have made a mistake and located it altogether on the south side of 
Still House Branch....All these claims were finally settled by a compromise and an 
exchange of lands after proper surveys in the spring of 1915, which will be described 
later. 
 
 Legislative bodies, often consisting of land speculators with sharp taste for easy profits, 
played on the ambiguity of the survey systems, taking advantage not only of their positions of 
power, but also capitalizing from an underdeveloped land tenure system. These legislators 
awarded generous military grants (and surveyors’ grants), but in reality they were likely counting 
on later purchasing these military warrants, anticipating the lengthy and difficult process of 
fulfilling warrants that would drive veterans to sell cheap (Jones 15). 
 North Carolina laid claim to the western ridge of the Smoky Mountains. The North 
Carolina Assembly passed an act in 1777, opening county land offices and limiting titles to tracts 
of 640 acres. Washington County's Hillsboro office opened in 1778. A 1783 North Carolina 
Assembly land act increased tract titles to 5,000 acre lots soon after enacting legislature that 
closed land sales. The North Carolina Assembly ceded purchased western lands in 1784 but 
rescinded before the cession could pass (Jones 19). Cession would have put a halt to the land 
grabs, leaving the remaining unclaimed lands in the hands of the government. But by the time 
North Carolina relinquished western lands to the Federal Government in 1790, pre-existing 
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military warrants as well as pre-existing claims were guaranteed, leaving so few unclaimed lands 
that Tennessee was not considered a public land state (White 10). When Tennessee first became 
known as part of the Territory of the United States South of the Ohio River in 1790, cession 
became advantageous to speculators by offering legislative protection and increasing the value of 
the lands (Jones 18). Governor William Blount, a wealthy speculator, was the first governor of 
the territory, taking oath in 1790. North Carolina continued to issue titles and military warrants 
after Tennessee declared statehood (“Early North Carolina/Tennessee Land Grant at the 
Tennessee State Library and Archives”). 
 The protocol for issuing grants proceeded in this way: a settler identified land and 
presented a claim to the county entry taker, who then recorded the entry and issued a warrant for 
survey; after surveyors fulfilled the warrant, both the governor and secretary of state signed a 
grant that was then recorded with the register of deeds in that county. Then, a deed was issued. 
This sounds straightforward, but often it did not often work so easily. Survey boundaries 
overlapped, entry takers were corrupt. By this time, the new system for granting lands had not 
proven whether it could withstand the reality of the existing complexities or political corruption. 
Similarly, surveys inevitably and often intentionally overlapped, and political actors played on 
these ambiguities to secure self-interested advantages. Change was the rule. Offices opened, 
closed, and relocated. 
And in the broader scope of American history, a similar pattern of corruption arose in 
1885 when the Supreme Court granted equal protection to corporations, a decision justified 
through the Fourteenth Amendment,24 setting precedent not only for Gilded Age business 
                                                 
24  Santa Clara County vs Southern Pacific Railroad, 118 U.S. 394 (1886). California levied 
taxes on fences owned by Southern Pacific Railroad, and the company argued that the state's 
constitution stipulated taxes on for businesses and the actual railroad—not the fences. The 
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practices, but reinforcing the threads of corruption woven into the fabric of U.S. history during 
the Revolutionary Era land grabs. 
 
Looking back at the land grabs, I imagined immigrants who were seeking to build new 
lives on the basis of a colonial mindset that dominated nationalist culture. A they-know-
not-what-they-do approach helped me begin to see through preconceived notions of right 
and wrong. Colonial mindsets acquiesced to the dominant political, economic, and 
religious discourses.  
 
I returned again to primary sources to develop linguistic and political context. I looked at 
President Jackson’s 1830 address to Congress after he signed the Indian Removal Act 
provided me with. The historiographical process can uncover painful truths and there 
may not be a sufficient way to brace oneself for the horrors humanity has inflicted upon 
itself. As I read through the digital archive containing these documents, I stopped cold, 
staring at my computer screen with indignant disbelief at the blatant absence of care for 
human worth. 
 
Seeking intellectual salve, I looked up Ralph Waldo Emerson’s 1836 letter to President 
Van Buren. In the letter, Emerson denounces the Government’s actions against Native 
                                                 
county brought action against the railroad arguing they had a right to tax the land that the 
fences were on, thus they had the right to tax the added value brought by the fences. The 
Court ruled in favor of the corporation and Congress passed an act based on the Fourteenth 
Amendment offering governmental protections to corporations due to the fact that the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company served governmental uses (namely postal service and 
military). The Southern Pacific connected to the Atlantic Pacific tracks.  
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Americans, but he, too, was a product of his time—like Darwin and so many other pre-
twentieth century writers who saw these individuals as “savages”, a linguistic cue that 
signified a metaphorical justification for racism. The historical record forced me to face 
a heritage of heteronormativity but also to identify where it had become invisibly second-
nature. I, too, have fallen into acceptances of cultural erasure. As a historian, I needed to 
lean into the discomfort rather than turn away or compartmentalize it, acknowledging is 
presence and influence on my world view. 
 
I returned to Jackson’s letter. This time rather than bracing myself for disappointment, I 
embraced the process, the whole fine mess, attempting to see what they saw, the 
legislators, the Native Americans, the settlers, Congressmen…. And I concluded through 
close reading that there is no making it right. But there is doing better. By re-reading the 
past—the good, the bad, and the ugly—it creates fissures in the walls of denial, inspires 
reflection and renewed conversation, encourages truth-seeking, and it increases cultural 
sensitivity. Little did I know at the time, this process was helping me prepare for the 
archive. There was no 007 top-secret find or singular element of truth that would reshape 
Coal Creek’s history. There was only the need for me to construct an ethical approach 
and process of research I could fully invest in. Having developed some of the company’s 
background, I was now ready to enter the archive. 
 
 
Tennessee acquired statehood in 1796 and began awarding land grants in 1806. President 
Jackson passed the Indian Removal Act in 1830, and it was enforced throughout the following 
The Coal Creek Company 
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decade though many indigenous peoples had already fought and died and had been pushed from 
ancestral lands up to this point. The period of time from the end of the eighteenth century up 
through the Indian Removal Act was characterized by the legislative and administrative 
structuring of land tenure in the U.S. It was a period of time when land speculation and land-
leasing businesses grew exponentially, setting patterns still influencing today’s national culture 
and economy. In fact, like many other businesses of that era, the Coal Creek Company, formerly 
the Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing Company, capitalized from the results of that early 
pattern.  
In March 1835, Henry H. Wiley and William S. McEwen agreed to jointly acquire 
acreage in several East Tennessee counties: Anderson, Campbell, and Morgan. They originally 
sought after 166,000 (“Land Grant Copies”). Wiley was a Register of Deeds (1833-1836), 
Country Clerk (1836-1840), and a surveyor. McEwen was a lawyer, prominent businessman, and 
postmaster. At that time, land was surveyed and entered into records in 5,000 acre tracts (894 
chains times four equaled 5,000 acres). Wiley set out to survey the coal-rich hills—a task that 
would require decades of effort. Wiley was among the first to open a commercial coal mine in 
Tennessee. He began at Poplar Creek in 1859, moving to Coal Creek in 1868). At the same time, 
another surveyor and War of 1812 veteran, Thomas Eastland, was also surveying and entering 
almost 1,000,000 acres in Anderson, Campbell, Morgan, White, and Bledsoe counties.  
Recall that the protocol for issuing grants began when a settler identified land and 
presented a claim to the county entry taker who then recorded the entry and issued a warrant for 
survey. The surveyor measured the land and submitted the survey. The governor and secretary of 
state then signed a grant that was then recorded with the register of deeds in that same county. 
Then, a deed was issued. Whoever entered the land first was awarded the original grant; 
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however, the situation was complicated by multiple grants being awarded for the same lands 
and/or overlapping lands. Records were spread across different offices and many of these claims 
were pursued and settled in the courts. Other times, settlers would compromise and redraw 
boundaries. Similarly, if you put land to productive use and could prove it, you could assume 
ownership once a statute of limitations expired and the land was regarded as “abandoned”. 
Many of the Eastland grants came before the Wiley and McEwen grants. Sometime after 
1838, Charles Bulkley, a financier from New York, acquired 30,000 acres from Eastland—some 
of the same land that Wiley and McEwen claimed and were working already. Even though 
Bulkley’s deed preceded Wiley and McEwen’s 1839 deed, Bulkley’s deed was not 
acknowledged by a register in Tennessee. Instead, giving Wiley and McEwen rightful ownership 
since their deeds had been acknowledged in Tennessee.  
In 1860, Wiley and McEwen sued Bulkley for a return of rightful ownership of the 
30,000 acres based on this argument. The court decided in their favor, ordering a corrected 
survey, but Bulkley appealed. The Supreme Court heard the case in 1861 and ordered the 
judgment to be reversed, based on improper evidence, and ordered another trial (“William 
McEwen and Henry Wiley, Plaintiffs in Error, vs John Den, Lessee of Charles Bulkley and 
Stuart Brown.”). The Court found that only one line had been marked on the particular deed in 
question. Interestingly, the line marked a particularly coal-rich area known as Evans Coal Bank 
in proximity to where the insurrection and disasters occurred. A surveyor testified that the other 
three lines had only been platted. The court suggested the boundaries be redrawn in favor of 
Bulkley. At this point, Bulkley could have outspent Wiley and McEwen by dragging out the 
lawsuit through the court system. Rather than drag the case through costly and time-consuming 
litigation, the three came to agreement and joined forces. 
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In the end, Wiley and McEwen officially held rightful ownership to 10,000 acres while 
Bulkley held 30,000 acres. They agreed to divide the total 40,000 acres, giving Bulkley half and 
splitting the second half between Wiley and McEwen. They signed a compromise agreement on 
December 25, 1871 (“Compromise Agreement”) and the Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing 
Company was incorporated on March 14, 1872 before Knoxville’s Judge O.P. Temple. A deed 
for all 40,000 acres was signed over to the company on April 23rd, 1872 in New York City. In 
April 1881, shareholders elected a Board of Directors. Several prominent businessmen sat on the 
board for ten years or more. These included E.J. Sanford, Calvin Brice, and Charles McGhee. 
Around 1893, boundaries were re-trailed and remarked. However, overlapping individual deeds 
and grants within the 40,000 acres continued to present the company with conflicts. These 
resolutions took time and money. In fact, the purpose of the Coal Creek Company archive is to 
legally protect the company’s ownership. The largest portion of the archive is deeds, grants, and 
titles of acquired lands.25 
 
The Coal Creek Company and its founders held a key to Coal Creek’s past.  Wiley 
intended to establish wealth for future familial generations. Even though the roots of such 
wealth were bound by the greedy acts of earlier legislators, such wealth was also 
responsible for dramatic improvements in communication, such as the train and rail 
systems that delivered new ideas, art, education, and cultural influence to both rural and 
metropolitan areas. One of the more provocative stories to emerge from Wiley’s lineage 
                                                 
25  Currently, the Coal Creek Company currently holds undisputed titles to 72,000 acres in 
Campbell, Anderson, Roane, and Morgan Counties. The Company operates: two strip mines 
and one underground mine; 300 active wells for oil and gas (leased to contractors); three 
timber contracts; eighteen wind turbines on Buffalo Mountain; and ATV trails and 
campgrounds. 
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(Figure 6 below) is that of his granddaughter, Catherine Wiley (Figure 7 below), a 
recognized master American Impressionist painter. One assumes that it was Wiley’s 
established wealth that enabled her to pursue and develop her craft at the New York 
School of Art.26  
 
 
The Coal Creek Company itself played a background role in the Coal Creek Wars, having leased 
its land to seven mining companies before violence broke out (Shapiro 34). Yet the story of the 
events that occurred at Coal Creek should nonetheless include the story of the land on which they 
                                                 
26  Catherine Wiley was a master American Impressionist mentored by local painter Lloyd 
Branson, considered to be the father of visual fine arts in Tennessee. After the deaths in 1926 
of both her father and Branson, both happening in the midst of her rise as a well-known 
painter and artist and important leader in the Knoxville art scene, she was institutionalized in 
a Philadelphia asylum. 
Convict Labor and Insurrection 
Figure 7 Henry Wiley, courtesy of Mary Campbell Figure 7 Catherine Wiley, courtesy of the 
Knoxville News Sentinel 
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occurred. The Coal Creek Company’s connection to an insurrection triggered by the use of 
convict labor was through land ownership; they leased the land and mineral rights to a variety of 
businesses and mine operations, some of which employed convict labor. The state’s convict 
leases expired on December 31, 1895 and were not renewed. Just as working 
conditions for the convicts were typically deplorable, so too, had the cost of the convict lease 
system proven to outweigh its economic benefits (Shapiro 6).27 Just as the leases expired, the 
state reclaimed full control over its the inmates by opening Brushy Mountain State Penitentiary 
in 1896, putting them to work on farms, mines, and other of manual labor. 
By the time convict leases officially expired on January 1, 1896, miners from close by 
towns, Inman and Tracy City, along with Coal Creek miners, had banned together throughout 
four clashes from 1891–1893. In 1893, eighteen coal mines were being worked in Coal Creek 
(Tennessee 150).28 An average of 1,500 miners were employed at a given time. However, the 
first strikes against the use of convict labor in the eastern part of the state occurred in 1871 in 
Tracy City (Coggins 193).29 
While scrip was outlawed in 1891 in the state, company stores continued to sell goods at 
disproportionate prices—sometimes twice and three times what goods would cost at non-
company stores (Tennessee 134). Some continued to pay in scrip and call it by other names 
(Daniel 280). One particular mine, operated by Briceville’s Tennessee Coal Mining Company, 
                                                 
27  Similarly, Shapiro discusses the convicts’ strategies of resistance and re-appropriation. 
Convict laborers would feign illness, deliberately work very slowly, and use other counter-
productive work behaviors to resist inhumane conditions. 
28  Tennessee. Bureau of Labor, Statistics, and Mines. Second Annual Report of the 
Commissioner of Labor and Inspector of Mines. Marshall and Bruce, Printers to the State. 
1893. (150) Print. 
29  The Knoxville and Ohio Railroad to Coal Creek was completed in 1867, opening the area to 
industrial development. 
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had allowed the miners their own checkweighman30 while surrounding companies did not. 
However, its president B.A. Jenkins soon barred the miners’ use of their own checkweighman, 
shutting down the nearby Monitor Mine. Trouble began to brew. The Tennessee Coal Mining 
Company brought convicts to work on July 5, 1891.31 What follows is a brief synopsis of four 
ensuing clashes at Coal Creek. 
 
First Clash 
On July 14, 1891, the anniversary of Bastille Day, the miners marched to the Tennessee Coal 
Mining Company’s prisoner stockade, freed convicts, commandeered the trains, and sent 
convicts to Knoxville—without bloodshed. On July 16, Tennessee Governor Buchanan ordered 
militia as well as convicts to return to mines run by the Tennessee Coal Mining Company at 
Briceville (Daniel 275). On July 20, Coal Creek miners once again commandeered trains and 
sent convicts and guards to Knoxville. The convicts were returned to Coal Creek just five days 
later. And on September 21, the Bourbon legislature in Nashville passed a law protecting convict 
lease system. 
 
Second Clash  
Violence erupted the following October when miners burned fortresses in Coal Creek and 
Briceville (fortresses that belonged to the Knoxville Iron Company and Tennessee Coal Mining 
                                                 
30  Miners wanted the right to choose their own check-weighman to record mined tonnages as 
miners were paid by the ton. Smaller mines did not typically use check-weighman. See the 
1891-1897 Tennessee annual mining reports for a more in-depth look. 
31  Three companies that leased land from the Coal Creek Company employed convict labor: the 
Tennessee Coal Mining Company, the Knoxville Iron Company, and the Cumberland Coal 
Mining Company. 
55 
Company, respectively) and then freed convicts. Several days later, miners burned a prisoners’ 
stockade at nearby Cumberland Mine in Oliver Springs and freed convicts. By this point, the 
miners had attracted national attention and had sent a message that they would neither acquiesce 
nor would they be silent.  
Third Clash  
Three months later in January 1892, Governor Buchanan ordered a Gatling gun and cannon to be 
installed on the newly declared Militia Hill Fort overlooking Coal Creek, and thirty days later the 
convicts were returned. Violence ceased until the following August when Tracy City miners 
Figure 8 Coal Creek miners c. 1892, photo courtesy of the Coal Creek Watershed Foundation 
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burned a stockade and sent both prisoners and militia on a train to Nashville. Several soldiers 
were killed in this uprising, marking a major turning point in how the public viewed the miners. 
Miners then marched to the Coal Creek stockade and sent militia and convicts on a train to 
Nashville. Shooting broke out and two miners died. The miners had taken control of the area.  
 
Fourth Clash 
The fourth clash erupted in Tracy City in April 1893. In Coal Creek at the time of insurrection, 
keeping convicts housed, fed, and clothed proved to be an expense that outweighed their human 
worth. This economic factor, combined with the miners’ uprisings that had drawn national 
attention, brought an end to a system of privatized convict labor in Tennessee.  
The miners’ plight was not isolated. A nationwide economic depression ensued from 
about 1893-1897. High unemployment and widespread violent labor strikes developed in part as 
a result of poor urban planning, including the over-expansion of railroads, agricultural surplus in 
the U.S., and the instability of global markets (Coggins 195).  
The story of the Coal Creek Insurrection has been mythologized perhaps in proportions 
that outweigh its actual impact on institutional change. While the Coal Creek Insurrection 
garnered the attention needed to ensure an end to the privatized convict lease system in 
Tennessee, the story did not end there. The state resumed the banner of convict labor by opening 
Brushy Mountain State Penitentiary in 1896. 
Similarly, popular literature and mythologized stories of the miners and valorized 
remembrances downplay the realities of what the Coal Creek miners experienced in the 
aftermath of insurrection. Not only had they lost favor among the public, but when Coal Creek 
miners moved to work in other mines, they were hated by the other miners for turning away from 
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the labor movement as they did after 1893. Tragedy struck again when two mines exploded on 
May 19, 1902 and December 9, 1911. 
 
I discovered an interview with a resident of Coal Creek who referred to quilts made from 
the convicts’ clothes. The interviewee, Mollie Scoggins, shared about how the women 
collected the convicts’ clothing from the streets after the miners had set the convicts free, 
disguising them in everyday clothing. But any physical traces of the quilts have eluded 
not only my efforts but also the efforts of other researchers. In a recent conversation with 
local quilting expert Merikay Waldvogel, I discovered her search also had been fruitless 
in tracking down these quilts. Since the church records had been burned and the quilts 
could not be found, I felt I had nowhere to turn to ferret out a women’s history. Where 
are their stories?  
 
However, serendipity surfaced once again, guiding me into a new direction. Director Dr. 
Deborah Mack of the new Smithsonian National Museum of African American History 
and Culture delivered a recent lecture (April 2015) at the Knoxville Museum of Art. 
However, access to museum networks may produce more information. I inquired about 
the quilts with Mack who shared how the museum networks had been responsible for her 
museum’s collection of artifacts numbering in the hundreds of thousands. Developing a 
relationship with Waldvogel and accessing these networks may later help produce some 
of the Coal Creek women’s stories.  
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Like the Coal Creek Company archive, the stories of the Coal Creek Insurrection initially 
grabbed my imagination, and a flexible framework has allowed me to develop a range of 
interests, perspectives, and avenues for continued work on Coal Creek’s history and 
regional context—sometimes speculative, sometimes reliant on secondary sources, 
sometimes rich with primary sources.  
 
While the Coal Creek Insurrection is provocative, Coal Creek’s troubles didn’t end 
easily. Here is what happened when tragedy struck again in Coal Creek. 
 
 
On May 19, 1902, the Fraterville mine exploded, killing all 216 miners. The Fraterville mine had 
been known for its level of operational safety, so the explosions came as a surprise to the outside 
community. But the mine inspectors’ reports tell a different story. They tell the stories of miners 
who forewarned mine bosses of the lurking fatal dangers awaiting workers on that morning. It is 
suspected that many of these miners were veterans of the Coal Creek Insurrection.  
Then on December 9, 1911, the Cross Mountain mine exploded killing 84 miners, many 
of these being victims the sons of miners killed in the Fraterville explosion. Thacker reports that 
as a result of this mine disaster, the use of canaries in coal mines to warn miners against lethal 
gases became a standardized practice for mine safety. While the first explosion likely took lives 
of veterans of the insurrection, the second explosion likely took the lives of their sons, leaving a 
community of mostly women and their small children to either pick up the pieces and remain or 
seek other places to build new lives.  
The Fraterville and Cross Mountain Mine Explosions 
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I sat with a Coal Creek descendant who described how after the Fraterville explosion her 
grandmother had five caskets in her home at one time. A collection of dead miners’ 
letters has been kept, and I sat with copies of these letters. I sat in their cemeteries. I 
realized a greater research need than simply understanding the violent conflict. I needed 
to understand how these tragedies shaped communal memory—especially as they would 
relate to regional and broader U.S. histories. After the Tennessee Valley Authority 
acquired 100,000(+) acres in the surrounding area, it completed the construction of 
Norris Dam in 1933, which forced many Anderson County residents from their homes. 
And county residents were again forced from their homes when the Manhattan Project 
and the Oak Ridge National Laboratory were established in Anderson County. However, 
while industry took away, it also gave. Although many lost their homes, they gained 
livelihood through jobs, which was critical to an economically depressed community and 
society. With industry also came education, culture, and art. Respecting these 
complexities enriched my perspective of “the whole beast.” 
 
 
In my continuing research, I am investigating how the Coal Creek community used and 
continues to use public memory to cope with historical traumas experienced by their ancestors. 
In particular, I investigate connections between public accounts of the miners’ stories in 
newspapers, annual mining reports, ephemera (c. 1891 – 1911), and family memorabilia during 
the time of insurrection and explosions. And I also will explore a broader picture of industrial 
and communal memory in the region. While this chapter prepares groundwork for later writing, 
it also maps objective approaches and the tensions between objective and subjective 
Conclusion  
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historiographical methodology. Explicit connections such as these allow historians and scholars 
to gain fresh perspectives on the past.   
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CHAPTER THREE: THE FINDING AID 
The archive is inflated to mean...Power itself... 
Carolyn Steedman, Dust: The Archive and Cultural History, 2002 
Power is thus what works to fix meanings, that which empowers some possibilities 
and disempowers others. No contribution is really transparent; 
it is only rendered transparent in relations of power. 
Slack, Miller, and Doak, 1993 
Similar to the innumerable tiny acts of persistence required for the art of persuasion, the art of 
archival research also requires perseverance. And plenty of time. Just as Slack, Miller, and Doak 
suggest, archival research is subjective yet powerful in this regard, although it can appear from 
the surface as a detached, even surgical, act—whether archived materials are digital, artifact-
centric, or document-centric. In fact, how we think about an archive determines how we define 
it.32 Working in the archives and writing technical documents are no different in this regard 
despite how things may appear from the surface. Furthermore, archives are a part of our 
everyday lives. They are central to our daily functionality. In short, an archive is most simply 
defined as a collection of stored information—whether it is organized according to a standard 
structure or whether it is not.  
Take for example a regularly updated list of contacts saved to a smart phone’s hard drive. 
This living archive, most often organized alphabetically, may reference first and last names, 
nicknames, or other mnemonics specific to user input for each record. Contacts may be 
                                                 
32  See John Brereton’s “Rethinking the Archive” for a succinct disciplinary memory of how this 
question has been probed by rhetoric and composition scholars in recent times. See also Linda 
Ferreira-Buckley’s “Rescuing the Archives from Foucault.” She explores how archives have 
been defined and how new works have challenged outdated notions. In “An Argument for 
Archival Research Methods: Thinking Beyond Methodology,” Barbara L'Eplattenier offers a 
disciplinary memory that focuses mainly in the twenty-first century. 
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organized by user-defined groups. In this case, arrangement and descriptors are based on 
individual choices such that another person could not make sense of the contents. Yet archivists 
have to think in terms of arranging information so that details do not obfuscate practical use.33 
Like any good writer or speaker, archivists must also think in terms of audience—but even more 
so they continually ask how researchers may use the information stored in an archive and the 
purposes an archive may serve. A smart phone user may annually delete contacts; these decisions 
are also based on individual need. But an archivist thinks in terms of the life-cycle of an archive 
and how use and data may change over time. An archivist also considers what to retain and what 
to remove. 
In a similar vein, technical communicators are also not mere bystanders in producing and 
polishing practical documents. Neither are they mere surrogates for the technical practitioners.34 
Rather, these writers and rhetoricians are one of industry’s greatest resources because technical 
communication is about community, collaboration, and understanding audience. Furthermore, 
technical communication acts as a bridge between other disciplines. In a formative essay on the 
profession, Russell Rutter sums it up when he writes, “technical communicators, because they 
depend on both knowledge and practice, because they rely on learning as a guide to experience, 
and because they need to bring eloquence, empathy, and imagination to the world of work are—
                                                 
33  See Frank Burke’s “Archival Cooperation” for a discussion of the dynamics of descriptions 
(functionality vs content) as well as his thoughts on archiving as a community-building 
practice. See Hensen, et al. for a brief disciplinary memory of archival science. 
34  See Slack, Miller, and Doak’s “The Technical Communicator as Author: Meaning, Power, 
and Authority” in Central Works in Technical Communication. The authors critique a 
positivist philosophy traditionally embedded in technical communication, and instead they 
posit a philosophy of articulation in which power is negotiated. This view, recognizing 
technical communicators as authors, more closely aligns with Stuart Hall’s theory of 
communication in which meanings flow to/from the sender(s) and receiver(s). It is also a view 
that mirrors transactional psychology in which intended meaning, articulated meaning, 
received meaning, and interpreted meaning are negotiated by identity that remains in flux. 
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and should be expected to be—rhetoricians” (29). 
This chapter is written in against the backdrop of the literature review, methodology, and 
a Coal Creek history, seeking to answer what this project means for the rhetorician and the 
technical communicator. It begins with a scholarly look at archival theory as it pertained to the 
Coal Creek Company archive and it examines the theoretical implications of these 
methodologies in writing a finding aid for the Coal Creek Company. This section is followed by 
a reflection.  
Technical writing is perhaps where the process appears to be singularly objective, but in 
fact it is subjective because of the strategic choices required for textually arranging and 
describing the archive. These processes are always embedded in larger narratives. Sometimes the 
narratives are personal, sometimes they are cultural, sometimes they are professional, but less 
often are they visible. Yet it should be remembered that archivists and technical communicators 
create specific views on the past and present; they co-create—rather than act as bystanders in 
assembly-line-like production. The next section includes a reflection on the process of writing 
the finding aid (see Appendix). Finally, the chapter concludes with a summation of the initial 
goals and practical outcomes.  
 
 
In terms of archival theory, the Society of American Archivists (SAA) has published standard 
guides of best practices to help researchers and archivists navigate archive architectures. These 
guides also theorize and historicize archival science. Two seasoned archivists Richard Cox and 
James O’Toole offer a brief history of American corporate archiving in Understanding Archives 
and Manuscripts, one of five standard SAA guides. They characterize business archiving in 
Archival Theory 
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America as having begun in the mid-twentieth century (54). Cox and O’Toole describe how 
Westernized historical societies were keeping  records as early as the late-eighteenth century.35 
These societies, they argue, kept mainly private correspondences. Cox and O’Toole attribute this 
to the challenges presented by preserving and managing public records (58). For example, early 
land records may have been destroyed or damaged by the elements (such as fire or flood). Copies 
of grants and other land-ownership related documents from offices and courthouses had to be 
created and copied by hand, taking weeks or months to deliver as carriers traversed mountainous 
landscape such as the Smoky Mountain National Park and the Cherokee National Forest between 
Tennessee and North Carolina. 
 The Coal Creek Company archive is unusual in that its records date from 1835. Similarly, 
its archive had not been processed. This means that while some contents are bound and others 
are loosely ordered, the archives’ gatekeepers have not decoded its categorizations and 
arrangements. The SAA guides and their supplemental information are critical for developing a 
sound approach to entering and working in the archive. 
The following definitions are taken from A Glossary of Archival and Records 
Terminology published in 2005 by the SAA. The three terms are defined as the guiding 
principles for work in the archives: 
Provenance – 1. The origin or source of something. 2. Information regarding the origins, 
custody, and ownership of an item or collection.  
 
Notes: Provenance1 is a fundamental principle of archives, referring to the individual, 
family, or organization that created or received the items in a collection. The principle of 
provenance or the respect des fonds dictates that records of different origins (provenance) 
be kept separate to preserve their context.  
 
                                                 
35  Originally, the East Tennessee Historical Society was established in 1834 as the East 
Tennessee Historical and Antiquarian Society (ETHS website).  
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Original order – The organization and sequence of records established by the creator of the 
records.  
Notes: Original order is a fundamental principle of archives. Maintaining records in 
original order serves two purposes. First, it preserves existing relationships and evidential 
significance that can be inferred from the context of the records. Second, it exploits the 
record creator’s mechanisms to access the records, saving the archivist the work of 
creating new access tools.  
 
Original order is not the same as the order in which materials were received. Items that 
were clearly misfiled may be refiled in their proper location. Materials may have had 
their original order disturbed, often during inactive use, before transfer to the archives; 
see restoration of original order.  
 
A collection may not have meaningful order if the creator stored items in a haphazard 
fashion. In such instances, archivists often impose order on the materials to facilitate 
arrangement and description. The principle of respect for original order does not extend 
to respect for original chaos.  
 
Intellectual control, n. – The creation of tools such as catalogs, finding aids, or other guides that 
enable researchers to locate relevant materials relevant to their interests.  
 
Notes: Intellectual control includes exploiting access tools developed by the creator of 
the materials and, typically, received with the collection. However, these tools must be 
integrated with the repository’s other tools. 
 
The following definition for a finding aid comes from the same glossary: 
 
finding aid, n. ~ 1. A tool that facilitates discovery of information within a collection of records. 
2. A description of records that gives the repository physical and intellectual control over the 
materials and that assists users to gain access to and understand the materials.  
 
Notes: Finding aid1 includes a wide range of formats, including card indexes, calendars, 
guides, inventories, shelf and container lists, and registers. – Finding aid2 is a single 
document that places the materials in context by consolidating information about the 
collection, such as: acquisition and processing; provenance, including administrative 
history or biographical notes; scope of the collection including size, subjects, and media; 
organization and arrangement; and an inventory of the series and the folders.  
 
Provenance asks an archivist to consider original content in terms of what is in the 
archive and how it all fits together (Cox 100); this is the necessary first principle. An archivist 
approaching an archive may ask: Who originally started the collection and why? How was the 
corporation organized at that time? Questions of provenance allow an order to emerge that is not 
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superimposed on the collection by an archivist (Cox 103). Original order, the second governing 
principle of working in the archives, seeks to understand how the records were originally 
grouped and what these groupings may reveal about the archive. Are records chronologically 
ordered? If the order appears random, is there an underlying logic or a heartbeat of organization 
that may help with developing intellectual control? Or is the underlying foundation chaos? 
Intellectual control establishes physical control over the archive by understanding its contents. 
Authors of the SAA guides theorize that understanding these principles before entering the 
archive and working according to them is the best approach to archival work and yields the best 
understanding. Several archivists at the University of Tennessee library as well as from the 
McClung Collection corroborated this approach. 
While these basic theoretical concerns guide archival work, works by feminist rhetorical 
scholars guide a subjective meaning-making process that produces a compelling working tension 
between object-oriented approaches and process-oriented approaches. In “Claiming the Archive 
for Rhetoric and Composition,” rhetoric scholar Susan Wells outlines some of the gifts that come 
with working in the archive, one being a lack of closure (59). It is ironic that archives are 
physically contained within folders, boxes, and shelves, yet they cannot be contained 
intellectually. The archive resists institutionalization because there is simply more information 
than what can be neatly organized, yet the archive is an institution in itself. The resistance to 
closure makes creating a finding aid a practice in sacrifice. How does one go about choosing 
what to include in an inventory and what is not included?  
The private Coal Creek Company archive had not been processed, yet the Coal Creek 
Company archive dates back to when Wiley and McEwen began maintaining land grants 
and surveys to legitimize their claims to the land (the date of its earliest record is 1835). 
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As I sifted through the fragments of the archive, I found that writing a finding aid is an 
interpretive, representational, rhetorical practice. Choices are made in what to list and 
how to list items. It is a subjective process. The archive teaches me to resist the urge to 
compartmentalize. My influences shaped how I arranged and described the archive and 
how I began. I also discovered that order cannot be imposed on the archive despite what 
the SAA guides suggest. In fact, the archive resists with an equal amount of force. The 
more I attempted to impose order on the unprocessed Coal Creek Company archive, the 
more it resisted my well-intentioned efforts. I had to step back from the archive and allow 
order to emerge from it. I had to let the archive speak to me.   
 
I spent about forty hours in the archive, which is located at 2250 Plaza Tower in 
Downtown Knoxville.  During this time, I examined minute books, individual grants, field 
notes, stock certificates, and court records. The archive is about twenty-eight cubic feet. I 
was surprised by the amount of time it took to process the record group at a very basic 
level. My initial experience with the archive was one of handling the materials. In fact, I 
was hesitant to touch the loose and crumbling spines on minute books and field books. 
Great care had to be taken. Pulling minute books out of the vault, I watched crumbs of 
paper and binding collect on the floor. The old stock certificates, loosely bound and 
wrapped in brown paper, were very fragile. At the same time, I also had to move forward 
and dig in. 
 
The majority of the eighteen cubic foot archive is housed in a large, metal safe that 
measures 6x4x4. Another small portion of the archive is kept in a small filing cabinet. 
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Most of the archive is handwritten in legal language, which made for slow reading.  The 
order of the eighteen cubic feet of grants, titles, deeds, and leases (stored in the safe in 
metals drawers) was not discernible. The administrative staff do not know the original 
order and former archivists did not leave any notes to explain it. Accessioning or adding 
records happens when administrative staff files records (which are added only to the 
grants, titles, deeds, and leases series) in the back of the metal drawers as space permits; 
then they record location in an index. I was impressed by how active this archive is. 
 
It is important to document topics that are missing from the archive. I searched for 
information about the Coal Creek Insurrection and the major two mine explosions. To my 
surprise, I found very few instances of their mention. Similarly, women's roles are 
practically non-existent in the archive. Their voices are few and referred only in third-
person narrative.  
 
On the last day I was scheduled to work in the archive, I found a big piece of the Coal 
Creek puzzle in the very last book in the very last space to search. It is another crumbling 
book, “Copies Deeds and Grants.” Little did I know it even existed until I delved into a 
series of field notes hidden in a small filing cabinet underneath some empty boxes. 
Working through the field notes, I found the book at the very bottom and back of the filing 
cabinet. Reviewing its pages, I recognized grants showing how the land had been broken 
and pieced back together through revised boundaries and ownerships. These were the 
Wiley/McEwen and Bulkley grants that had led to the Supreme Court case. I felt a little 
thrill of excitement; they were exactly what I did not known I was looking for.  
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An accepted history is that Wiley collected much of the land used by the Coal Creek 
Company. But I found that McEwen had initially acquired much of the land. These 
names, dates, and grant numbers are included in the timeline at the end of this thesis (see 
Appendix). Until my discovery of how Wiley had acquired the land, the overall story 
retained an aura of mystery, but I was now able to piece together a timeline providing an 
overview of the major historical events at Coal Creek as well as additional context. With 
a clearer picture of how the company started many decades before its first charter and 
board of directors, writing the finding aid became a little easier. 
 
 
The archive holds more than physical contents. It holds potential. The archive is power. History 
itself is a process of remembering but one that is always in flux. This chapter opens by offering 
fundamental archival theory. It concludes by offering that a feminist rhetorical methodology 
allows researchers to build bridges between objective approaches and subjective approaches that 
highlight the stories of their processes of research and communicate scholarly practices that can 
be used as teaching tools. By making the invisible work visible, we help demystify the process 
for others, strengthen the ethics of research and writing practices, and help build stronger 
networks among rhetorical studies. Furthermore, the practice of writing technical documents can 
be used to demonstrate the role of subjectivity by characterizing the strategic choices required for 
document assembly. These processes are always embedded in larger narratives, and robust 
reflections illustrate the influences of these narratives.   
 The process of writing the finding aid for the Coal Creek Company demanded that I 
understand the town of Coal Creek’s past. Feminist rhetorical practices provided a framework for 
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digging into the archive while maintaining a well-grounded ethic of research. Reflection 
embodies the research process itself and allows a researcher to disclose how he or she shapes 
writing and research methodologies. By clarifying the routes of intellectual academic endeavor, 
it also allows the sutures, stitches, patches, and weaves of scholarly research to show, exposing 
the inner-workings of a scholar’s process.  
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CHAPTER FOUR: OUTCOMES 
The Truth about stories is that that’s all we are. 
Thomas King, The Truth About Stories: A Native Narrative, 2008 
The compositional goals of this feminist rhetorical framework are three-part. 1) This study 
develops three distinct voices (the academic, reflective, and technical) while problematizing 
traditional performances of research. 2) It spotlights the value of narrativity in writing and 
research processes. 3) And it highlights the productive tensions between subjective and objective 
approaches that bring to the surface deeper questions for working in archives. The overarching 
goal has been to illustrate a research ethic for working in the archives by discussing theory, 
process, and culture and by articulating how researchers are always connected to their work. I 
argue that by unmasking the challenges of archival research, rhetorical historiographers provide 
connectivity to their work, exemplifying how researchers are never separate from the texts they 
create. As rhetoric scholar Malea Powell described, by recognizing ourselves in our subjects we 
offset the minimizing effects of “othering”, and we build empathy by looking for similarities and 
reflecting on research material and processes. I was able to “see [more of] the whole beast” by 
developing solid groundwork for future works supported by an ethic of research. Thus my 
relationship with the business archive and Coal Creek’s past are reflected through the challenges 
embedded in the process of creating a finding aid. 
Furthermore, I use an academic voice to process the theoretical frames and support the 
development of an intellectual understanding of how research methodologies interact with 
regional historiography. At the same time, I seek to emphasize approaches that work from the 
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center of the rhetorical tradition to enrich standards of excellence in the history of rhetoric.36  
This process embodies Kirsch and Royster’s four terms of engagement. Critical imagination 
looks for likelihood rather than ultimate answers. Had I been looking for definite answers, my 
scope would have been limited as I compiled the history and finding aid. Instead, critical 
imagination translated into a broad range of sources, mapping their relationships with Coal 
Creek’s past. The annual mine reports, for example, provocatively portrayed events that occurred 
during the insurrection and later mine explosions, and in the case of mine inspector George Ford, 
they offered an empathetic view of the miners’ struggle. The agency and audience for the mine 
reports shaped their narratives. Strategic contemplation seeks to understand research as lived 
process. Stepping back allows “chance discoveries and serendipity” to reveal new patterns for 
textualizing the work (Kirsch and Royster 658). Strategic contemplation emphasizes negotiation 
and navigation while refusing closures, binaries, or hierarchies.  By stepping back and allowing 
the archive to speak to me, and by detaching from a need for finality, I remain open to discover 
new connections and trace some of the complexities involved with seeking “the whole beast.” 
Social circulation questions how to place subjects in context by focusing on agency and audience 
(Kirsch and Royster 652). By focusing on how the events impacted, and were impacted by the 
collective communal memory, new dimensions to Coal Creek’s story can be brought into focus 
in future works. Globalization encourages an interrogation of context beyond dominant cultural 
discourse.  
Archive narratives from Working in the Archives and Beyond the Archives drive home the 
idea that, as King writes, we are our stories. And as the Cultural Rhetorics Theory Lab has 
demonstrated, these stories are constellated and multi-dimensional. Feminist rhetorical practices 
                                                 
36  See Kirsch and Royster “Feminist Rhetorical Practices: In Search of Excellence.” 
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offer a means to tell these stories in a way that embodies ethics, connectivity, and voice. The 
weaving of the reflective narrative is a way of bringing the researcher’s story, and thus her 
imprint, into view, creating an ethic of disclosure. Feminist rhetorical practices enable the 
researcher to resist closure, which has led to an exciting range of possibilities for continued 
research.  
 
 
Ideas for future work include an examination of women’s roles in the Coal Creek Insurrection 
and the quilts crafted from convict laborers’ clothes. I have established contact with local 
quilting expert Merikay Waldvogel who has exhaustively explored the quilting culture in East 
Tennessee and elsewhere. Her expertise on the quilts and women’s roles may offer greater 
insight into Coal Creek’s past.  
Ideas for future directions also include an analysis of representations of public memory in 
newspapers, ephemera (c. 1891-1911), and private letters during the Coal Creek Insurrection. 
Such a rhetorical analysis can establish a better understanding of how the local and larger 
communities coped with and consequently remembered the historical traumas at Coal Creek as 
well as how the people of Coal Creek in the 1890’s framed their struggle. Interviews with 
community members and descendants can offer insights into how communal memory has shifted 
over time. Questioning the historical impact of the events at Coal Creek can help determine the 
linkages between public memory of the events at Coal Creek and a Manhattan Project Era 
culture of nuclear/industry secrecy in Oak Ridge. Research questions include: How are these 
historical events related? How are the connections between them made visible and/or hidden? 
What do any existing connections indicate about the development of communal memory in Oak 
Future Works: Cultural Rhetorics, Collective Memory, and Nuclear Security 
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Ridge? How have the legacies of certain attitudes and beliefs impacted local industry and vice 
versa? Specifically, how do these events shape and how are they shaped by social conflict and 
industrial memory? 
Seeking an understanding of narcissism as a cultural domain in management systems and 
the role they play in shaping counter-productive work behaviors and worker resistance are topics 
that also explore connections between nuclear security and regional histories. The goal is to 
characterize industrial atmospheres shaped by vertical accountability, trust-building, recognition 
of high performance, and the influence of an administrative focus on process and communication 
rather than focus on output, final product, and quota, contrasting these employee atmospheres 
with management systems that instigate adversarial relationships. Two specific case studies 
come to mind: 1) safety and security were risked based on beliefs and attitudes driven by fear of 
Admiral Rickover, considered to be the father of the nuclear navy. According to one subject 
matter expert, even Congressmen were afraid to decommission him. When two submarines 
disappeared, the Thresher (1963) and the Scorpion (1963), Rickover instituted corrective 
measures, ensuring accidents of this magnitude never happened again. 2) the mine explosions at 
Coal Creek inspired a nationwide look at the culture of mine safety given that the Fraterville 
mine had been considered the safest mine in the region at the time of its explosion (1902). The 
annual mine inspector reports call out the mine operator’s disregard for worker safety despite 
repeated warnings from the miners that the air in the mine was dangerously gassy. Yet the 
miners entered the mine that fateful day. The Cross Mountain mine explosion (1911) led to in the 
use of canaries in coal mines to warn workers against bad air, a particular corrective measure that 
helped set a new precedent for mine safety for America’s industrial workers. 
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While writing the finding aid began as a practical way to develop an understanding of the 
private, unprocessed Coal Creek Company business archive, it yielded great, unexpected results. 
Explorations of voice, research methodology, and regional history have led to connections and 
research potential for developing an understanding of the influences of industrial culture, both 
positive and negative, in a community with a deeply rooted industrial memory. This region 
presents an excellent test case for studying the effects of industrial historicity on cultural 
practices, using such an understanding to support the growth and vigilance of nuclear security 
culture, both local and international.  
Further, the troubles at Coal Creek present opportunities to carve out a deeper ethical 
awareness for research as lived process in writing local histories and identifying relationships 
and connections among the researcher, the research, methodology(s), communities (local and 
international), and current conversations within the discipline. Clarifying reflections enriched my 
discoveries in the business archive, highlighting the benefits of embracing productive tensions to 
embedded in cultural and historiographical studies. 
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Descriptive Summary and Administrative Information 
Title   Coal Creek Company Business Archive 
Creator  unknown 
 Dates   1835 - 2008 
 Size   Appx. 18.0 cubic feet 
 Language  English 
 Repository  Coal Creek Company, 800 S. Gay St., #2250  
Knoxville, TN 37929 
Access Private, unprocessed collection. Access is granted through prior 
arrangement with staff. No known documents have been removed 
for destruction.  
Preferred Citation [“Identification of Item”], Coal Creek Company Business Archive. 
Series, Location. 
 Copyright Notice Unpublished work © 2014 Coal Creek Company 
 Acquisition  This record group is in the custody of the Coal Creek Company. 
 Processed by   Sumner S. Brown, February-April 2014 
 
Abstract 
These documents are the business papers of the Coal Creek Company (established as the Coal 
Creek Mining and Manufacturing Company and renamed in 2005), a land-leasing business 
headquartered in Knoxville, Tennessee. Notable past lessees include the Coal Creek Coal Co., 
Knoxville Iron and Coal Co., Knoxville Iron Co., Tennessee Coal, Iron and Railroad Co., and 
Tennessee Coal Mining Co.  
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Scope and Contents 
The Coal Creek Company Business Archive consists of five series; all documents contained 
within these series are directly related to company operations: 
1. Original deeds, titles, grants and leases 
2. Court records 
3. Field notes with survey maps 
4. Company minutes 
5. Financial ledgers and cashbooks   
At the time of writing, the office staff do not have specific information regarding the archive's 
provenance or original order. Either the original founders (Henry H. Wiley, William S. McEwen, 
and Charles Bulkley) of the Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing Company or unnamed 
secretaries were the original record keepers. Current staff refer to these records to resolve 
boundary and ownership disputes.  
 
Organization 
Series 1 and 3-5 are located in a 6ft. x 4ft. x 4ft. vault. Series 2 is located in a filing cabinet in the 
same room. 
 
Series 1  
Deeds, titles, grants & leases, 1836-2008, 18 cubic feet. 
This series, the nerve center of the company, contains proof of land ownership. The original 
company charter from 1872 is in drawer A, envelope 1. This first envelope also contains the 
initial agreement between Charles Bulkley and both Henry H. Wiley and William S. McEwen 
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(document 20). The deeds, titles, grants, and leases, are contained within the vault in 
alphabetically-arranged 3in. x 4in. drawers. Look for numbered documents within numbered 
envelopes within the drawers. Staff add records by filing documents wherever space permits in 
the back of the drawers. Then, they record these numbers in an archive index.  
 
Series 2 
Field Notes, n.d., 4 cubic feet. 
Consists of bound, numbered books. Some are in numerical order and some are not. Staff do not 
add records to this series, which provides maps, land surveys, mining and natural resource rights, 
details on lease agreements, and tenant guidelines. These documents can help researchers 
understand how boundaries changed, the boundaries being the most contentious topics of the 
archive. This series includes three property books (two for the Poplar Creek Coal and Iron 
Company as well as one for the Coal Creek Company), 123 field books (nine of these were 
written by B. Rule Stout from 1919-1949), two field book indexes, one large book of bound 
notes describing and mapping various tracts, another book of maps of various tracts, one index 
for deeds, grants, leases and titles, one unnamed index, one book of bound copies of deeds and 
grants, and one book of bound notes and drawings of traverse points.  
 
NOTE: Page five of the index Copies, Deeds, and Grants lists Charles Bulkley's purchases of 
45,000 acres from Thomas Eastland in 1839. In 1872, 30,000 of these acres were conveyed to the 
Coal Creek Company. The remainder of the book provides copies of additional deeds and 
conveyances for each of the eight 5,000 acre tracts, comprising the total original 40,000 acres of 
Coal Creek Company land.  
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Series 3 
Court records, 1835-1972, 0.5 cubic feet. 
This series consist of a large bound book of court records that appears to be organized by 
documents of greatest importance and by the largest grants. Staff do not add records to this 
series. These records (mainly copies of deeds, agreements, survey notes and maps) tell the story 
of the formation of the Coal Creek Company in the years leading up to the first charter in 1872. 
Notable copies include the compromise agreement between Bulkley and both Wiley and 
McEwen (page 1). Other notable copies include the deeds for each of the eight 5,000 acre tracts 
that comprised the total original 40,000 acres in the company's possession when Wiley, 
McEwen, and Bulkley signed their initial compromise agreement in 1872. 
 
Series 4 
Company Minutes, 1881-1982, 3 cubic feet. 
This series is not shelved in any discernible order; however, each individual bound book is in 
chronological order. Staff do not add records to this series. This series provides records of key 
business decisions, bylaws, board member information, balance sheets, shareholder and stock 
information, acquisitions, land holding history, and mine operation and output. There are nine 
minute books (one for the Wiley Coal Company, one for the Poplar Creek Coal and Iron 
Company, one for Winter's Gap Coal and Iron Company, one for Coal Creek Coal and Iron 
Company and five are for the Coal Creek Company) in this series. The latter five are described 
below in greater detail. 
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• The minute book titled “April 26, 1881 – November 21, 1917” is handwritten.  
NOTE:  Look for marginalia in the introductory pages indicating key events (corresponding 
page numbers are included): creation of the bylaws, the Heck settlement, McGhee's resignation 
as president of the company, acquisition of Winters Gap Coal and Iron Company, and $5,000 
appropriation to relatives of miners killed in the Fraterville explosion. Pages one through four 
describe initial shareholder information, Board of Directors, and bylaws. These introductory 
pages also describe the shareholders' first election of original Board Members. Noted Board 
Members include E.J. Sanford, Charles McGhee, and Calvin Brice. 
 
• The minute book titled “October 1, 1885- November 19, 1913” is partially handwritten 
and partially typed. 
• The handwritten minute book titled “November 1889 – September 1897” consists of 
fourteen pages.  
• The typewritten minute book titled “December 5, 1917 – March 16, 1962” includes 
marginalia in the introductory pages indicating key events with their corresponding page 
numbers: amendments to bylaws, death of A.S. Cox in 1932, offer to buy the Tennessee 
Mining and Land Company, Mr. Andrews' election for company president, and a bond 
for lost stock.  
• The typewritten minute book titled “January 1963 – November 1982” includes 
marginalia in the introductory pages indicating the re-creation of bylaws and charters 
(with corresponding page numbers).  
 
Series 5 
Cashbooks & Stock Certificates, 1872-1984, 3 cubic feet. 
This series contains loosely bound books not shelved in any discernible order; however, each 
individual book is in chronological order. Records from recent decades were placed in 
accordion-style folders. The ledgers and cashbooks give the names of specific companies that 
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leased land in order to produce coal, natural gas, and lumber.  In addition to leasing land to 
companies, the Coal Creek Company also leased land to individuals, churches, schools, 
railroads, and telephone and power companies, and for the development of roads. The twenty-
seven cashbooks consist of:  
1. Crown Coal Company (1) 
2. Poplar Creek Coal and Iron Company (1) 
3. Winter's Gap Coal and Iron Company (9) 
4. Coal Creek Company (16) 
5. Stock certificates (7) 
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Historical Context 
The 1785 Land Ordinance Act established a system for land tenure based on U.S. governmental 
survey, which was more straightforward than the colonial metes and bounds system. Surveyors 
relying on governmental methods measured land in square miles by blazing topographical 
landmarks and setting posts to mark boundaries, and by noting and describing these marked lots 
and their measurements in field notebooks and plats for later reference. Eventually known as the 
rectangular Public Land Survey system (c.1796, also known as horizontal survey), the method 
called for surveyors to draw north-south lines such that they crossed east-west lines, forming 
right angles. This imperfect yet simple approach enabled surveyors to undertake the daunting 
task of mapping broad areas and natural boundaries, in an organized, linear way. However, not 
all states used the same method. Pre-Revolutionary War colonies relied on metes and bounds and 
continued to rely on this system even after horizontal survey had been established (as in North 
Carolina’s case). 
Also known as surface survey, the metes and bounds system used physical descriptions of 
topographical features (natural boundaries such as trees, fences, rocks, etc.) to mark boundaries. 
Surveyors measured not more than 640 acres per tract, per claim. While the metes and bounds 
system was ambiguous, it could easily adapt to varied topographies (unlike the Public Lands 
Survey System). But the use of conflicting survey systems created entanglements and confusion 
for decades to come.  
North Carolina had claimed land beyond the western ridge of the Smoky Mountains 
(present-day Tennessee). The 1777 North Carolina Assembly passed an act that established 
county land offices and limited titles 640 acre tracts. Washington County's Hillsboro (also 
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Hillsborough) office opened in 1778. A 1783 North Carolina Assembly increased tract 
allocations to 5,000 acre units; but soon after, the Assembly passed an act that closed land sales.  
The 1784 Assembly ceded its western lands but abruptly rescinded before the cession 
could pass. Cession would have ended the land grabs, leaving the remaining unclaimed lands in 
the hands of the U.S. Government. By the time North Carolina finally relinquished western lands 
to the Government in 1790, pre-existing military warrants as well as pre-existing claims had 
been guaranteed, leaving a minimal amount of unclaimed land. Furthermore, North Carolina 
continued to issue titles and military warrants after Tennessee declared statehood in 
1796.Governor William Blount took oath in 1790. He was a wealthy speculator and the first 
governor of the newly declared Tennessee territory.  
The protocol for issuing grants proceeded in this way: a settler identified land and 
presented a claim to the county entry taker, who then recorded the entry and issued a warrant for 
survey; after surveyors fulfilled the warrant and marked boundaries, both the governor and 
secretary of state signed a grant that was then recorded with the register of deeds in the county in 
which the land lie and a deed was issued. Conflicting survey systems, North Carolina land 
grants, overlapping grants, and conflicting titles created widespread quagmires. County Courts 
settled some disputes while others were resolved when deed and grant holders negotiated 
boundaries on their own terms. Boundaries were redrawn in many cases. In addition, land grants 
were used as a kind of currency. Entries were also bought and sold, and in some cases they were 
legally superior to grants. 
In March 1835, Henry H. Wiley and William S. McEwen agreed to jointly obtain land 
grants in three East Tennessee counties: Anderson, Campbell, and Morgan Counties. These 
businessmen planned to lease the land for profit. Initially, they sought 166,062 acres (Court 
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Records, 1). But another surveyor, Thomas Eastland, had already surveyed and had been granted 
almost 1,000,000 acres in Anderson, Campbell, Morgan, White, and Bledsoe counties.  In most 
cases, whoever first entered the land into public records held the rightful title.  
In 1839, Charles Bulkley, a wealthy businessman from New York City, purchased 45,000 
acres from Thomas Eastland—some of the same land that Wiley and McEwen had attempted to 
claim (Land Grant Copies, 5). After a series of litigation that included a Supreme Court case, 
Bulkley, Wiley, and McEwen agreed to enter into business together and the Coal Creek Mining 
and Manufacturing Company was born. Wiley and McEwen had already leased much of these 
lands to mining companies. 
The total 40,000 acres was divided in ownership among the three. Bulkley secured half 
while Wiley and McEwen divided the second half. The men signed a compromise agreement on 
December 25, 1871. The Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing Company was incorporated on 
March 14, 1872 before Judge O.P. Temple in Knoxville. A deed for all 40,000 acres was signed 
over to the company on April 23, 1872 in New York City. Around 1893, boundaries were re-
trailed and re-marked. However, the overlapping deeds and grants within the 40,000 acres 
continued to present the company with conflicts. Conflict resolutions took copious amounts of 
time and money.  
On April 26, 1881, shareholders elected a Board of Directors. Bulkley and Wiley were 
both board members. The new board enacted by-laws and nullified previous by-laws and stock 
certificates (the former by-laws and certificates being dated from 1872 when the original charter 
was created). In 1881, Henry H. Wiley died and his son, E.F. Wiley took his place on the Board. 
E. T Sanford and C.M. McGhee served board members for over ten years.  
92 
The Coal Creek Insurrection occurred from 1891-1893. Disputes erupted in violence over 
the use of convict labor, scrip, and company-backed checkweighmen. 
On May 19, 1902, the Fraterville mine exploded killing 216 miners. Some of the victims were 
veterans of the Insurrection. On December 9, 1911, the Cross Mountain mine exploded killing 84 
miners, many being the sons of miners killed in the Fraterville explosion.  
The Coal Creek Company litigated for and secured land rights through settlements and 
compromise agreements, additional surveys, and the court systems. Currently, the company 
holds undisputed titles to 72,000 acres in Campbell, Anderson, Roane, and Morgan Counties. 
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Subject Terms 
 Persons  Henry H. Wiley 
    William S. McEwen 
    Charles Bulkley 
    E.J. Sanford 
    Calvin M. McClung 
    Charles M. McGhee 
    B. Rule Stout 
 Organizations Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing Company 
    Coal Creek Coal Company 
    Poplar Creek Coal and Iron Company 
    Winter's Creek Coal and Iron Company 
    Knoxville Iron Company 
    Knoxville Iron and Coal Company 
    Tennessee Coal Mining Company 
 Topics   industrial history of East Tennessee 
    coal mining in East Tennessee 
    East Tennessee land grants 
    boundary disputes 
    metes and bounds system of survey 
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Coal Creek Timeline 
DATE  EVENTS   
1777 
 
1790 
 
 
1796 
 
1801 
 
1803 
 
1806 
 
April 18, 1806 
 
1806 
 
 
Aug. 10, 1806 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sept. 6, 1806 
 
 
 
North Carolina forms Washington County, and what would later become Tennessee. 
 
North Carolina cedes its western lands (Washington County) known at that time as the Territory South 
of the Ohio River.  
 
Tennessee acquires statehood. 
 
Anderson and Roane Counties form. 
 
Anderson and Roane Counties expand. 
  
Campbell County created from Anderson County. 
 
U.S. Government grants Tennessee the right to issue land grants and titles and to settle claims. 
 
Land offices were established in East Tennessee. Tennessee General Grants were granted up to 1806 
(Index to Land Grants in Tennessee, Ancestry.com). 
 
Land Act: “A bill directing the division of the State in convenient districts, for the appointment of 
principal surveyors thereof, and for ascertaining the bona fide claims against the same.”   
 
Seven Surveyor's Districts were formed that year in an attempt to create a Public Lands Survey System 
(PLSS) in Tennessee. The PLSS was a mathematical system that used section and range lines. By 1836, 
there were seventeen districts and each district had a surveyor's office and an entry-taker's office. In 
addition, two registrars' offices (land offices) also opened. Metes and bounds prevailed. 
 
Land Act: “An act to ratify and confirm an act of the Congress of the U.S., “An act to authorize the 
state of Tennessee to issue grants and perfect to certain lands therein described and to settle the claims 
to the vacant and unappropriated lands.”” 
 
95 
1817 
 
1824 
 
 
1824 
 
 
 
1827 
 
Jan. 9, 1830 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1830 
 
1836 
 
 
1831 - 1838 
 
Sept. 20, 1836 
 
Sept. 30, 1836 
 
Oct. 18, 1836 
 
July 12, 1837 
 
Morgan Country was created from Roane County. 
 
Additional land grant offices were established in 1824, and many Tennessee General Grant records 
were copied by hand from other offices. 
 
First Eastland grant was awarded. Altogether, he had 307 grants that totaled 992,799 acres in Anderson, 
Campbell, Morgan, White, and Bledsoe Counties. The majority of these grants were awarded on June 
30, 1838. 
 
Tennessee’s Mountain District was formed mostly from District 3, and it included a registrar's office. 
 
Tennessee Land Acts:  
“An act to authorize the entering and obtaining grants for any quantity of land under five thousand 
acres and for other purposes.”  
 
“An act concerning the surveying and correction of entries made under the acts of 1823 and 1825 
authorizing the entering of land at 12 1/2 cents and one cent per acre.” 
 
President Jackson enacted the Indian Removal Act. 
 
All Tennessee counties had been formed; boundaries continued to shift within the state, but all land was 
organized into counties within the state. 
 
Scores of indigenous peoples were forced from their homes on the Trail of Tears. 
 
McEwen, et al., Grant 20060, Morgan Co., 1000 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20061, Morgan Co., 250 acres. 
 
McEwen Grant 4804, Marion Co., 5000 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20987, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
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July 12, 1837 
 
July 12, 1837 
 
July 12, 1837 
 
July 12, 1837 
 
July 12, 1837 
 
July 12, 1837 
 
June 30, 1838 
 
Dec. 21, 1838 
 
1839 
 
Oct. 25, 1839 
 
 
 
Jan. 29, 1848 
 
Aug. 27, 1849 
 
Aug. 30, 1849  
 
Aug. 6, 1849 
 
Aug. 18, 1849 
 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20988, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20990, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20991, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20992, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20995, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
 
McEwen/Purris Grant 20996, Morgan Co., 500 acres. 
 
Majority of Eastland grants were awarded. 
 
More Eastland grants were awarded. 
 
An act passed stipulating that the signing of a deed must take place in the state where it was granted. 
 
Bulkley purchased 45,000 acres for $3,313.45 from Eastland. The deeds were acknowledged in New 
York before Clerk Joseph Hoxie. The grants included: 22259, 22260, 22261, 22265, 22266, 22267 
22273, 22295, and 22330. 
 
Wiley Grant 26086, Anderson Co., 5000 acres. 
 
McEwen Grant 27412, Morgan Co., 25 acres. 
 
McEwen, et al., Grant 27467, Roane Co., 4 acres. 
 
McEwen Grant 26953, Morgan Co., 400 acres. 
 
McEwen Grant 27159, Morgan Co., 5000 acres, which equaled about 15,000 acres altogether. 
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1856 + 
 
 
Panic 1857-59 
 
Feb. 13, 1861 
 
1871, 1877 
 
1871 
 
April 22, 1872 
 
 
April 26, 1881 
 
1881 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Late 1870's/ 
Early 1890's 
 
1886 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amendment (Ch.115) was made to the 1839 Act (listed above) stipulating that deeds did not have to be 
signed by a register in the same state. 
 
Railroads expanded rapidly as the Industrial Revolution unfolded. 
 
Supreme Court judges remand for another trial for Bulkley, Wiley, and McEwen. 
 
The first convict laborers arrive in Tennessee & Coal Creek (Shapiro 49, Daniel 274 respectively). 
 
Tracy City (Grundy County) miners strike against the convict lease system.  
 
Bulkley signs over 30,000 acres to the Company, Grants: 22260, 22261, 22265, 22273, 22295, 22230 
(page 38 of “Copies Deeds and Grants”). 
 
The Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing charter was created. 
 
Board of Directors was elected by shareholders and by-laws were enacted.    
 
Previous by-laws and stock certificates were made null and void. These former by-laws and certificates 
dated from 1872 when the original charter was created. 
 
Henry H. Wiley dies. His son E.F. Wiley takes his place on the Board. 
 
Coal Creek Wars 
 
 
Santa Clara County vs Southern Pacific Railroad set precedent for "corporations [as] persons within 
the meaning of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States." In other words, the 
equal protections clause of the 14th Amendment applied to persons as well as corporations. Supreme 
Court judges ruled against state taxes being levied on railroads that were used for postal and military 
services. Therefore, use of the railroads for government purposes offered protections to the railroad 
companies. Southern Pacific eventually connected its rails with the Atlantic Pacific tracks.  
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July 14, 1891 
 
July 16, 1891 
 
 
July 20, 1891 
 
 
July 25, 1891 
 
 
Sept. 21, 1891 
 
 
Oct. 31, 1891 
 
 
Nov. 2, 1891 
 
Jan. 1, 1892 
 
 
Aug. 13, 1892 
 
 
 
 
Aug. 16, 1892 
 
 
 
 
 
Coal Creek miners commandeered trains and sent convicts to Knoxville—there was no bloodshed.  
 
Governor Buchanan and militia brought convicts back to the Tennessee Coal Mining Company mine. 
Gov. Buchanan was caught in middle, and he attempted to play both sides, but he lost both in the end. 
 
Coal Creek miners free convicts from the TCMC stockade (Briceville) and the Knoxville Iron 
Company mine (Coal Creek), commandeered trains, and sent convicts to Knoxville. 
 
Gov. Buchanan returned convicts to Coal Creek, a move the miners accepted based on a promise from 
Buchanan to address their concerns in legislation (Shapiro 94). 
 
The Bourbon legislature in Nashville passed a law protecting the convict lease system, demonstrating 
legislative dysfunction. 
 
Miners burned the Coal Creek & Briceville fortresses (Knoxville Iron Co and TCMC), and then they 
freed convicts. 
 
Miners burned the stockade at Cumberland Mine in Oliver Springs and then freed convicts. 
 
Militia Hill Fort was constructed on the Governor's orders to contain convicts. A Gatling gun and 
cannon were installed. Thirty days later convicts were returned. 
 
Tracy City miners captured a stockade, burned it, and put twenty-five soldiers and 362 prisoners on 
train, sending them to Nashville. The next day, more guards were sent to Inman to reinforce the 
stockade, but miners captured the train along with fourteen guards and sent them back to Nashville. 
Several soldiers were killed, and the public soon turned against miners. 
 
Miners then marched to the stockade and captured 65 soldiers and 290 convicts, put them in coke cars, 
and sent to Nashville. Miners tore down the stockade. Harper's. Soldiers lynched a miner. 
 
A violent outbreak erupts. Miners take control of the area with the support of regional miners. Two or 
three miners were killed. Popular opinion weighed against both the miners as well as Buchanan. Two 
civilian volunteers were shot.   
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April 1893 
 
1895 
 
1896 
 
Depression/ 
Panic 1893-97 
 
 
May 19, 1902 
 
Dec. 9, 1911 
 
May 24, 2005 
The fifth and final violent clash erupted in Tracy City. 
 
Tennessee begins construction on Brushy Mountain Mine which opened in 1896. 
 
The convict leases were not renewed.  
 
High unemployment and widespread violent labor strikes broke out due in part to a lack of urban 
planning that included the over-expansion of railroads, agricultural surplus in U.S., and unstable 
international markets. This period marked an end to the Populist movement. 
 
The Fraterville mine exploded killing all 216 miners. 
 
The Cross Mountain mine exploded killing 84 miners. 
 
Coal Creek Company changed its name from Coal Creek Mining and Manufacturing. 
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